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TO THE 
Rey. JOHir F. SCHERMERHORIT. 



Rey. and dear Friend and Brother, 

Agreeably to your request, I have prepared for 
the press so much of my writings on the doctrine of 
baptism, as pertains to the mode. I am aware of 
the triteness of my subject, and the reiterated 
remarks, that any further pubUcations upon it are 
superfluous ; because the subject has been again and 
again exhausted, so that nothing new can be offered. 
These considerations, however, are not sufficiently 
weighty on my mind to forbid further attempts to 
enlighten the community upon it. Every branch 
of divine instruction should be, as the Prophet 
expresses it : " Precept upon precept^ precept upon 
precept ; line upon line, line upon line ; here a little, 
and there a little.^^ Nor am I of the opinion that 
nothing new, either in argument, illustration, or 
arrangement, can be offered upon the doctrine of 
baptism, as exhausted as it may have been. And if 
I have not succeeded in either of these on th€ 
present subject, I have, at least, the satisfaction of 
bearing my testimony to that which I do conscien- 
tiously bej^eve to be the truth. And it if to be 
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lamented^ that while some make too much of tbi» 
ordioance, many others make too little of it. They 
inanifest an unwillingness that this divine injunction 
should receive its proportionate attention in the 
pulpit. 

And again, I am fully aware of the great responsi-^ 
bility I have assumed upon myself in giving this 
work to the public, and I trust, I have not been 
unmindful of this, while preparing it for that pur- 
pose. If ever I have sought any favor of Uie Great 
Head of the church; I have sought for light on this 
subject, on which so many great and good men differ 
so widely. And if I ara not deceived, I have had 
cause to believe that my prayers were heard. And 
ils Paul enjoined it upon Timothy to attend to read- 
ing, so have I endeavored to profit by the labor and 
learning of others. And it is no more than just, 
that I should acknowledge the authors by whom I 
have been benefitted on this subject. On the Paedo- 
baptist side of the question, they are the following, 
namely. Doctor Lathrop, Doctor Janewey, Edwards, 
Prime, Brown and Chadwick. And on the Baptist 
side of the question, Merril, Pengilly, Hall and 
Hascal,^ and above all, the Author of all authors. 
I have trembled at the thought of pursuing any 
practice, or preaching any doctrine unacceptatble 
with God, and unauthorized by his word : Hence 

* Author of a smaU pamphlet entitled Definitiona of the G^eek 
BaptOt Baptize, Baptisma and Baptiamos. 






the sacred scriptures hare been studied with an 
earnest desire to be led in that way which was 
agreeable to hi? mind and will, and the result, .at 
least as far as the present subject is concerned, will 
appear in the following treatise* 

Aside from the triteness of this subject, there are 
some considerations which operate upon my mind 
against giving it to the public ; but the desire and 
prospects of being useful in the. church as far as my 
feeble efforts may go, have preponderated in favor 
of preparing this treatise for publication* The 
learned reader will not find much in the execution 
to gratify his taste. I have particularly aimed at 
instructing and convincing the plain and unlettered 
part of community. Having been called, in a cer- 
tain period of my life, to convei-se much upon this 
subject with different descriptions of characters, I 
was enabled to learn, in some measure, their mode 
of thinking, and what manner of presenting the truth 
to their minds would be most Ukely to succeed. 
Hence I have used such plainness of speech — ^fulness 
and repetition in argument, as, in my opinion, wer^ 
thought necessary and best calculated to accomplish 
my object. How far I have succeeded the result 
must tell. 

I have also endeavored to bear on my mind, th^ 
although we differed from the Baptists on this sub- 
ject, and wer§ greatly reproached and misrepre- 
sented by some of them ; yet they were our brethren, 
and tfaereibre I would be accountable to God, not 
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only for the doctrines I taught, but for the manoer 
in which I treated them ; consequently I have not 
(intentionally,) advanced any thing relative to them, 
or upon the subject, with which I would be unwil- 
ling to appear before my Judge and their Judge. It 
has been my desire not to give needless offence, 
knowing that a brother offended is not easily gained 
or convinced. 

If the learned reader should think that my refe* 
Fences to Merril, Hascal and Pengilly, are at any 
time "rather out of place," or uncalled for, my only 
reply is, that we have not the happiness to agree in 
our opinions in this matter. These men have used 
great freedom and boldness, in expressing the views 
of their denomination upon this ordinance ; and as 
their works have been published, and some, if not 
all, repuhlished, and hailed by the Baptist commu- 
nity, I availed myself of their arguments and criti- 
cisms, the more easily and successfully to present 
to the reader their inconsistencies and the extreme 
weakness of their arguments in favor of immersion 
as an exclusive mode. And if I have omitted or 
passed over their strongest and best arguments, it is 
because 1 have not had the happiitess to discover 
them. 

. I shall now conclude with a little variation in the 
language of the great Halyburton in relation to 
another class of men. If any of theJB^ptists " shalF 
tee meet to undertake this debate, I decline it not* 
If they treat my book, as'' some of them " have done 
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those of others, every way my superiors, and as rats 
are wont to do — ^gnaw only the outside, advert to 
incident things that are not to the purpose, and 
single out rather what seems exceptionable than 
what is of moment — I have somewhat else to do 
than to take any notice of such impertinency. If 
any shall offer a solid and rational confutation, which 
yet I aim not much afraid of, and convince me, not 
by jest, buffoonery and xailery, but by solid argu- 
ments of my being in a mistake," 

Cuncta-recantabo arg^umenta, priora rependam 
Laudibus, et veatrum nomen in astra feram, 

' '' I will recant all my arguments, I will make amende 
for all my former sayings by praises, and will exalt 
your name to the stars." 

CORN'S BOGARDUS. 

Wynant^s Kill^June^ 1831. 



THG DOCTRIN^ OF BAPTISM 

Is naturally divided into two parts. Part fir?t 
includes all that which pertains to the subjects of ' 
the ordinance. 

PART II, 

Includes that which pertains to the mode. This 
is the subject now under consideration, which also 
is divided into six chapters. 



CHAPTER I. 
Of Jobn^s Baptism. 

FIRST, ITS DESIGN. 

It was to prepare the way, and make ready a 
people for the Lord,* Whenever the Lord was 
ahout to make a public exhibition of himself to his 
people, or to do some great and good thing for them ; 
He always had them sanctified, that is, set apart or 
prepared for it by certain ceremonies. Thus, when 
he would emancipate his people Israel from Egyp- 
tian bondage, he ordered blood to be " sprinkled on 
the two side posts and the upper door posts of their 
houses," for a sign to the destroying angel, that he 
might pass over them, when he came to smite the 
land of Egypt.* And again, when he was about to 
appear to his people on mount Sinai ; He said to 
Moses : " Go unto the people and sanctify them to- 
day and to-morrow ; let them wash their clothes, 
and be ready against the third day : for» on the third 
day the Lord will come down in the sight of all the 
people.*'* 

Now Jesus was soon to manifest himself to his 

a Isaiah zl, 3. Ma,tth. iii, 3. Luke i, 17. 

k EzodoB xii, 7, 13, 22. 

f Exodoa six, 10^ 11. See also Joihua iii, 5^ 
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people- It was therefore necessary that they should 
be prepared for it. Hence John was sent in the 
spirit and power of Elias to prepare the people for 
the arrival of the Prince of peace, according to an 
ancient prophecy : " Behold I will send you Elijah 
the prophet before the coming of the great and 
dreadful day of the Lord." And John was that 
prophet, as appears from the prophecy of Isaiah, 
which is applied to him by Matthew : " The voice 
of one crying in the wilderness, prepare ye the way 
of the Lord, and make his p.aths straight." 

This preparation was performed by John by the 
use of water. It is not said whether he immersed 
the people in the water, or whether he sprinkled 
the water upon them. It is said only that he 
baptized them. 

* Second, The nature of this baptism. It was unto 
repentance,* The Jews were awfully corrupt in 
doctrine and practice about this time. They had 
been a long time without any prophet among them, 
in consequence of which they had gradually declin- 
ed from the purity of their standards, namely, the 
holy scriptures, until they were sunk so low in 
iniquity that they appeared ripe for destruction. It 
was evident that the vengeance of God must fall 
upon them, unless they speedily reformed. For, 
according to his ordinary dealings with the Jews, it 
was manifest that they could not continue much 

< Mai. ir, 5. # Acti six, 4* 
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longer without experiencing his judgments* G^, 
consistent with the purity of his nature could not 
own such a wicked people as his church ; somethings 
therefore, must he done to save them from utter 
ruin, and to prepare them for the coming of the 
Lord." Hence John was sent to rouse them from 
their lethargy, and to call upon them to prepare for 
this dreadful day of the Lord,* and the glorious 
appearing of their God ; which they Were to do hy 
repenting of their sins, and as an evidence of their 
repentance they were to be baptized by him, and 
thus sanctified, that is, set apart, or prepared for 
the coming of the Lord. 

And his preaching, to appearance, had the desired 
effect. The Jews were awakened, and came with 
one accord, and were baptized by him to their 
pretended repentance, confessing their sins. Pre- 
tended, because they were for the most part hypo- 
critical in their professions, as their conduct after; 
wards evinced. Nevertheless, as wt cannot discern 
the heart, but are to be regulated by the confessions 
of the mouth, and the present deportment of those 
who profess repentance ; so, according to appear- 
ance, the Jews were at length prepared for the 
coming of the Lord. There were a few who did 
not submit to this ordinance, and they are said to 
have rejected the counsel of heaven against them- 
selves.* - 

a M»l. iii, 1, 8, 3. 6Ma].iT,5. «Luk«vii,dO. 
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||t 18 well to dbserve kere, that this l>aptism is said 
to be uDto repentance* Herein it is distinguished 
from Christian baptism, which is said to be for the 
remission of sins.* It is ihdeisd said^ that John 
pleached the baptism, of repentance for the remis- 
sion of sins.^ Yet it is no whei*e said that this 
baptism was /or the remission of siiis. It was the 
distinguishing characteristic of John's baptism, that 
it Vras unto repentance, or a turning from their 
wickedness to meet the Lord. It was a particular 
ordinance, appointed of God, for the express purpo&e 
of preparing the people for the coming ^f Christ. 
For thus he was used to have them prepared, when . 
he was about to manifest himself to them, as- we 
have seen above. And if this repentance had been 
sincere, it would have resulted in the remission of 
their sinS. 

Third, The duration of this, baptismv It conti« 
ttued but a short time after Christ entered upon his. 
ministry in the world. This is evident from its de- 
sign and nature. We have seen that it was expressly 
designed to prepare a people for the coming of the 
Lord. Why then should it continue after he was 
come ? It must of necessity cease when the object 
for which it was designed was obtained. The 
reason why some affirm that it continued under the 
Christian dispensation, is, that they do not attend 
particularly to its design and nature. They identify 
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it with ehristian baptism^ That thej err in this^ it 
manifest; 1. From its distinctive character, it is 
invariably termed John's baptism* 2. From its 
design, it was only to prepare, or make ready, a 
people for the coming of Christ : and, 3. From its 
nature, it was unto repentance. That John^s bap- 
tism ought not to be identified with christian baptism, 
will appear still more evident from a few questions, 
with their answers. 1. Unto what was John's bap- 
tism? Ans. Unto repentance. 2. For what is 
christian baptism ? Ans. For the remission of sins. 
3. What is the faith required in John's baptism ? 
Am. It was a faith in the Messiah to come, or a faith 
that he was about to come ; as Robert Hall,^ an 
eminent baptist writer in England, says, 4. WJiat 
is the faith required in christian baptism ? Ans. It 
is a faith in the Messiah who has been. TJiur it 
appears that they are different ordinances. We 
prove that John's baptism,, was not christian bap- 
tism. 

First, from its institutor. 

It was not the Lord Jesus Christ, but the Father, 
the first person in the adorable Trinity, who insti- 
tuted this ordinance. This is evident from John^ 
own .words : <' And I knew him not, but he that sent 
me to baptize with water, the same said unto me, 

« Luke Tii. SO. Acts XTiii. ^, & xiz. 3. 

6 Robert Hair has labored luccemfully to prore tb^t Jotmh 
baptiua wa« not chrittMa baptism. 

3 
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upon whom thou shalt see the spirit descending and 
remaiaing upon him, the same is He which bapti- 
Eeth with the Holy Ghost.^' Here John not only 
speaks of him, by whom he was sent to baptize, as 
a different person from him who was to come, namely, 
Christ ; but says, that he did not know him ; '^ And 
I knew him not :^' this he affirms twice. He knew 
who sent him to baptize, but who the son of God 
was, he knew not : consequently the son of God, 
that is, the Lord Jesus, did not institute John^s 
baptism ; therefore it was no christian baptism. 

If any assert that John was sent of Christ to bap- 
tize, because it is written, " BeBTold I will send my 
messenger, and he shall prepare the way before 
me,^' I reply that the speaker, in this place, was not 
the person of the son of God, but the Lord, or 
JEHOVAH of Hosts.** Because, 1. He immediately 
after speaks of the Lord Jesus Christ in the third 
person. "And the Lord whom ye seek shall sud- 
denly come to his temple, eren the messenger of the 
covenant whom ye delight in ; Behold he shall come, 
laith the Lord of Hosts.'' 2. It is manifest that 
these words were addressed by the Father to the 
•on, from the manner in which our Saviour himself 
quotes them. " Behold I send MY messenger be- 
fore THY face, who shall prepare the way before 
THEE.^* 3. John says positively that he did not 

e Joha L 31, 33. d Mai. iii. 1. 

eMatth.xi. 10. LukeTii.ST. Se« also Mark i. f. 
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know Christ, jet he knew who sent him ; and it is 
to be hoped that the reader will allow that John 
spake the truth ; especially since he twice affirmed 
it. For, I have known some, when hardly pressed 
with this argument, endeavor to question the truth 
of John^s assertion. And it must also be allowed 
that Christ knew who it was that spake in the aboT« 
cited passage, and to whom those words were ad- 
dressed, and he informs us that they were addressed 
to him as the Messiah or messenger of the cove- 
nant, by the Lord or JEHOVAH of Hosts. He 
was to send his messenger to prepare the way for 
his son, our Saviour. Hence it is evident that John 
did not receive his commission from Christ, but-from 
the Father, the Lord of Hosts. 

Second, That John^s baptism was not christian 
baptism, appears from the order of time in which 
it was instituted. It was under the law, previous to 
the commencement of the christian dispensation. 
To this an objection is urged from Luke xvi. 16. 
"The law and the prophets were until John." I 
reply, that christians ought to beware how they urge 
objections, and that by way of inference from some 
parts of scripture, to refute or contradict what is 
expressly asserted in other parts. The scriptures 
contain no contradictions ; for, the Holy Spirit, by 
whom they were given, cannot contradict himself 
We must, therelbre, compare spiritual things with 
spiritual, and illustrate one part of the scripture by 
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another, in order to discover the truih without .A7 
regard to oar prepossessed opinions* 

When it is said, that the law and the prophets 
were until John, we are not to understand thereby 
that the law ceased with him, and continued no 
longer ; for, no such thing is declared* Neither are 
we to understand by it that there were prophets 
continually in the church until John ; for, that is 
contrary to fact : because the Jews had been nearly 
or quite four hundred years without a prophet. Nei- 
ther would a christian assert that the prophecies 
were of no force after John ap'jpeared. We are, 
therefore, to understand by that passage, that John 
was the last prophet under the Old Testament dis- 
pensation^ He was the greatest prophet that ever 
had appeared among men.* And began to preach 
the gospel more clearly than his predecessors— in 
him the gospel day began to dawn*^ But he did not 
introduce the gospel dispensation ; for» he neither 
abolished the old ordinances, nor established the 
new. 

That the law was not set aside at the comii^ o£ 
John, is evident from what the Apostle ajffirms con- 
cerning it* He says, " it was our school-master to 
bring us to Christ."* Consequently the law could 
not have been annulled at the coming of John. It 
must have passed by, or beyond him, in order to 
briog its pupils to Christ* Hence we see how im« 

• 

4 Luke zW. 88. 6Marki;l. •Gal.iu.M. 
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properly certain passages of scripture, when not 
carefully examined, may be adduced to proyeapre* 
conceived opinion. And this has too often been 
done with the passage under consideration* is it 
adduced to prove that there were prophets in the 
church continually until John ? This, as we hare 
seen above, is not true. Or is it adduced to prove 
that the law continued no longer than to the coming 
of John ? For this, no doubt, it is adduced, in order 
to prove that John was not under the Is^w. In this 
also they are mistaken, as we have seen from what 
Paul says of the law. Thus, by an inconsiderate 
adaptation of scripture to our sentiments, we may 
make one part overthrow or contradict another. 

Furthermore, if this school-master, namely, the 
ceremonial law,"^ had been dismissed, when John 
appeared, it could never have performed its office, 
which was to bring us to Christ. The whole of the 
Jewisl^ritual coptinued in its full force until our 
Saviour^s last expiring groan, when he exclaimed, it 
is finished, 'then it ceased forever, nor .could it 
cease till then, because he was to cause the sacrifi'* 
ces and oblations to cease by his own dellth.' Oar 
Saviour himself conformed to the precepts of the 
ceremonial law until the end of his life. For, hi 
the evenii^ of that memorable nigj^t, in which he 
was betrayed, he celebrated the passover with his 

*fie« Note B. at fbib end of tho yolamo. 
« Dan. ix. 36, 27. 
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disciples. He had also taught them obedienc^to 
the law.* and directed the leper whom he had heal- 
ed, to go and show himself to the priests, and offer 
the gift that Moses had commanded for a testimonj 
unto them.* 

Thus it is clearly manifest, that our Saviour was 
under the law and not under the christian dispensa- 
tion. That was a dispensation which he committed 
to his apostles. He was indeed, forty days on the 
earth after his resun*ection« But we do not learn 
that any thing was done as to ordinances, during his 
stay among his disciples. He did not institute the 
gospel ordinance of baptism until just before his as- 
cension into heayen.^* It was then, when he was 
about to leave the world, that he commissioned his 
disciples to disciple and baptize. But they were 
not allowed to act upon this new dispensation until 
ten days after his ascention,' when the Holy Ghost 
came down upon them on the great day of jpenta- 
Gost. Then, and not till then, did the new dispen- 
sation commence.' 

Now, seeing that our Saviour was under the law 
— ^ohn, his forerunner, must also have been under 
^ the law ; consequently his baptism was under the 
law, and being under the law, and instituted by a dif- 
ferent person, ayd ibr other purposes, than christian 
bi|ptifim« it could not have been christian baptism. 

ft Matt fidii. 2, 8. 6 Af att. viii. 4. e Mirk STTi 19. 
4 Lu)c« uir. 49. « Acti ii. 1, 2» 41. 
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Third, We prove that it was Dot christian bap** 
tism, from the fact that it was not administered in 
the name of Christ That it was not administered 
in his name, appears, 

1 . From John's ignorance of him. " And I knew 
him not,'' said he. It is not probable that he would 
have said this, if he had baptized in his name, nei- 
ther could he have said it in truth ; for, if he had 
baptized in the name of Christ, he would have known 
him. He knew wh«pnt him to baptize, but Jesus 
he knew not, until the spirit descended and remain- 
ed upon him. This was the sign whereby he should 
know him, and when it was given, he saw and bare 
record that this was the son of^od. 

%, From the Jews' ignorance of Christ, it is evi- 
dent that John did not baptize in his name. They 
did not know him.* They, no doubt, knew him as 
a man by that name, which is the same with Josh- 
ua,* a name with which they were familiar. But 
ihey knew not that he was Christ — had they known 
it, they would not have crucified him.** They sup- 
posed that John was the Messiah,*' which would not 
have been the case, if he had baptized in the name 
of Christ; for, that would have manifested him to 
them. That the Jews knew him not, is evident 
from the answer of his disciples, when he asked 
ttiemi saying, ^< Whom do m^a say that I, the son of 

a John i. 26. h ActB vii« 45. H«b. ir. 8. #1. Cor. II. 9. 
tf Johiii.19,25. ^* 
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man, am V^ To which the/ replied, <^ Some say 
that thou art John the Baptist, some, Elias, and 
others, Jeremiah, or one of the prophets.* Hence 
John's baptism was not administered in the same of 
Christ 

i. From tiie charge which oar Saviour gave his 
disciples, it is evident, that neither they, nor John 
baptized in his name. After thej acknowledged 
that he was the Christ the son of the living God ; 
he charged them not to tell auLman that he was the 
Christ.* This chaise would re ver have been given 
had his name been mentioned in the ordinance of 
baptism. For, if John or the disciples had bap- 
tized in his name, tbey would, at the same time, 
have told all who heard them, that he was th^ 
Christ. And it is presumed that they were obedient 
to the positive injunction of their master, and con- 
sequently did not administer that ordinance in his 
name, which therefore was no chiistian baptism. 

Again, fourthly, we prove that it was not christian 
baptism, from the disregard paid to it by the apo»- 
tles. Among the three thousand that were baptized 
on the great day of penticost, some had, no doubt, 
been baptized by John ; for, many of them were 
Jews,* who were said to have been baptized by him,' 
and here they were baptized again. We also find 
that certain disciples in Ephesus, who had be^ 

• Mfttt. xri. 14; b M^t. zri. 20. $ Acts u. 9rA0. 
' /fittUiii. 6, 6. ^' ' 

>• 



21 

baptized unto John's baptism, received christisD 
baptism, after Paul had explained to them the nature 
of John's baptism.* 

Some maintain that these disciples were not re- 
baptized. They assert that the 5th verse of the 1 9tb 
of Acts, is a continuation of Paul's address to them. 
Hence the verse might read thus ; When the peo- 
ple to whom John preached, heard this, they were 
baptized by him in the name of the Lord Jesus. 
Who sees not the incymgruity of this interpretation?. 
The apparent design of which is, to evade the force 
of an argument not well relished. If such liberties 
are to be taken with the word of God, we may de- 
spair of ever settling upon any truth, however ob- 
vious. This venerable apostle must have appeared, 
not only very officious, but marvellously wise, in 
telUng these disciples something of which they had 
seen and knew more than he did, namely, pf what 
John had said and done unto them* Besides, this 
interpretation represents Paul as telling these c[is<:i- 
ples that they, and the people, had been baptized 
by John in the name of the Lord Jesus, which is 
not true : For, we have seen that John did not 
baptize in that name. The interpretation is, there- 
fore, incorrect. 

Wherefore, the 5tb verse is the account which 
Luke gives concerning the result of Paul's inter- 
view with these disciples. He goes on to infomi 

ir 
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U0, fliat (hese disciples, after they heard Paul explain 
the nature and design of John's baptism, were then 
baptized again, and that in the name of the Lord 
Jesus ; after which Paul laid his hand upon them, 
and they received the Holy Ghost Hence we 
finally conclude that John's baptism was not chris- 
tian baptism. And not to know any thing more 
than John's baptism, at this period of the church, 
is by no means honorable to our understanding. At 
the commencement of the Christian dispensation, it 
was no surprising thing to find some eminent per- 
sons, knowing only the baptism of John. Thus it 
was with the eloquent ApoUos, until the way of 
God was expounded to him more perfectly by 
Aquila and Priscilla.* And now if the Baptists will 
content themselves with John's baptism,^ we will 
leave them to enjoy all the comforts resulting from 
it, whilst we choose to accept of nothing short of 
christian baptism.^ 

OF THE MODE OF JOHN'S BAPTISM. 

We affirm U^at it was not by immersion, for the 
following reasons. 

First, It was designed to prepare the people to 
meet the Lord, and we do not find that immersion 
was ever practiced for that purpose. When the 
Lord was about to destroy the first bom in Egypt, 

a Acta zriii, 25, 96. 6Lukevii,29. c Matth. zxriiiMO. 
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his people were prepared to escape the fhry of the 
destroying angel by sprinkling blood, or '^ striking it 
upon the two side-posts, and on the upper door- 
posts of their houses.* And when the Lord came 
down in the sight of all the people upon Mount 
Sinai,* they were no doubt " sanctified," that is, set 
apart for that great event in the same manner, 
namely, by sprinkling, as manifestly appears from 
what Paul says concerning the mode of sanctifying 
the people. " For, when Moses had spoken every 
precept to all the people, according to the law, he 
took the blood of calves and of goats with water and 
scarlet wool and hyssop and sprinkted both the 
book and all the people."* 

Second, In all their ceremonial purifications, or 
washings, no instance can be found, where any 
person was immersed. • Sprinkling was the uniform 
mode. In certain cases, some did bathe themselves, 
yet there is no evidence, that even these plunged 
themselves entirely under water ; for, bathing may 
be, and is frequently, performed without an immer- 
sion. But the ceremonial cleansings pei-formed by 
the Priests were uniformly by sprinkling/ And 
these ceremonies were called baptisms, under the 
New-Testament dispensation. There arose a ques- 
tion between some of John's disciples and the 

a Exod. xi'i, 7, 22. b Ezod. six, 10, 1 1, 
e Heb. iz, 19. d £zod. zxiv, 6~Ler. xir, % 9t^mrU M, 
15, 19— Nam. zix, 13, 18,*S1— Heb. ix, 19, 22. 
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Jews about purifying.* And not beii^ able to settle 
the question among themselires, they went to John, 
that he might settle it for them, or remoire their 
doubts, if they had any. And when th^ came to 
him, they questioned him concerning baptism, from 
which it evidently appears that they took baptism 
and purification for the same thing. And hence it 
is also plainly manifest that the purifications, or 
ceremonial cleansings under the Old Testament 
dispensation, were called baptism under the New. 
For, what information or satisfaction could they 
have obtained from John concerning purifying, 
when they questioned him concerning baptism ; if 
baptism and purifying were not the same thing? 
Their object, in going to John, was to obtain more 
particular information concerning purifjingi and a 
strange method they adopted, to obtain this informa- 
tion, when they asked him concerning baptism ; if 
purifying and baptism were not precisely the same 
thing. Wherefore we tucessarily conclude that they 
were the same. 

Now, we have seen, that these purifications, or 
baptisms, were performed by sprinkling. And no 
good reason can be assigned why John should intit>> 
duce a new mode of purifying, to which the Jews 
were unaccustomed. Nor is it probable that^they 
would have submitted to such an innovation upon 
t|ieir customs. Besides, the vessels in which water 

« John iii, tSt tS. 
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\raLB kept for ih^ae baptisms, render the idea of im- 
mersion altc^ether improbable. They were not 
large enough for immersion** And hence we cM- 
elude that it was not practiced* 

Third, It was impossible for John to immerse all 
who came unto him for baptism. Josephus* states 
that there were three millions at the feast in Jeru- 
salem, shortly after our Saviour's ascension, namely, 
at the time when that city was destroyed by the 
Koman army, about thirty-seven or thirty-eight years 
after the ascension. Now, at the most extravagant 
allowance, the increase of the Jews from the days 
of John until this feast, could not have amounted to 
one million, considering the number that were slain 
at several times by the Romans. Yet if we make 
this deduction, contrary to probability, and make no 
allowance for the many who, in all probability, were 
not at that feast, there will remain two millions of 
Jews for the days of John's ministry. Now, from the 
expressions of Matthew and Mark,^ it appears that 
all these were baptised. Luke expressly asserts that 
" ALL the people were baptised,"* previous to our 
Saviour's induction into the priestly office. And as 
there was none to administer that ordinance at that 
time but John, so ^a// the people" must have been 
baptized by him, 

* iemkh Wlirs, Book t, chap. H,Be«, 3. Alio Book 6, chap. 
99i6C*d. W. Wiston's translation. 
« JokB ii. 6. « Matt. iii. 5, 6^M«rk i. #. ^ Luke iii.J^ . ' 
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It is true, we une informed that the disciples of 
our Saviour made and baptized more disciples than 
John/ We must not understand from this, how- 
ever, that they had baptized more than John had, 
during his whole ministry; but during the same 
space of time in which they were both engaged in 
this work, it is very evident, that John had baptized 
BO many as to warrant the expression ^' all the peo- 
ple,' ' which a minority could by no means warrant. 
Therefore, a very great majority of the people must 
have been baptized by him. And this is also evi- 
dent from the express design of his mission, which 
was, to prepare the people for the coming of the 
Lord. 

I shall, however, make a deduction contrary to 
the above express declaration — contrary to proba- 
bility, and contrary to the express design of John's 
mission, and allow that he baptized less than one- 
third of these two millions, say six hundred thou- 
sand. And then if we allow that he was, during his 
whole ministry, baptizing six days in every week, 
and ten hours in each day, andthirty persons in each 
hour, we would allow, not only what was not a fact, 
but what was impossible. For, it is not a fact, that 
he was engaged so much of his time in baptizing the 
people, nor was it possible for him to baptize so 
niany at that rate ; human strength would be une- 
qual to the task. It would be a miracle, and John 
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wrought no miracles.* Yet, to give all the adran- 
tage for immersion, that can possibly be asked, I 
shall allow it. Then, according to this calculation, 
it would require six years and twenty weeks, for him 
to baptize his portion, but he was not in his ministry 
over one fourth part of that time. Hence it is evi 
dent that immersion was impossible. 

Let us now attend to the ailments urged by the 
Baptists to prove that John immersed his subjects. 

First ; It is said that John baptized in Jordan.* 
This expression no more proves that the Jews were 
immersed into the waters of Jordan, than Paul's 
expression in I. Cor. x. 2, proves that the Israelites 
were immersed in the Red Sea, and into the clouds 
that were above and passed over them. Besides, 
it is well known to all who have any knowledge of 
the original, that it might, with equal propriety, be 
rendered at or by Jordait. And again, when we are 
by the water, within the banks of any river, we 
may be said to be in that river. Thus the priests 
were commanded to stand still m Jordan, wljjpn they 
were come only to the brink of the river.* It can- 
not be proved that John did so much as wet his 
fodt in the water ; yet, as he wore sandals, he might 
easily have just stepped into it without any incon- 
venience, for the purpose of obtaining it mort 
easily. 

Second ;llt is said that John baptized in Enoik, 

a Jobs X. 41. b Matt iii. 6. • Joehoaiu. i. 
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because there waa much water.* Hence he ioimers^ 
ed, say some. To this I reply, that John would no 
mora need to select a place abounding with much 
water, for iounersion, than for sprinkling. Because 
in a very smaU stream a place might be made, suffi- 
ciently convenient to immerse aU that were in his 
power to immerse. But he had other, and better 
reasons, than for immersion, for selecting a place 
abounding with much, that is, many waters, (as it 
is in the original,) that is, a place abounding with, 
many springs; namely, that the immense multitude 
which flocked to him for baptism, might be supplied 
with water, both for themselves and for their beasts, 
which many who came from a distance rode. And 
this statement also corresponds with the reports of 
travellers, who say,, that there are no large streams 
or reservoirs of water in Enon. Thus it was notfor 
baptism that John chose % place of much water, 
but for the accommodation of the multitude. So 
that this circumstance does not afford the least sha- 
dow of evidence in favor of immersion. The most 
that can be taken from it, is inference, to which we 
have an equal right with the Baptists. And the rea- 
son assigned why John went to Enon, where were 
many springs of water, removes the force of the in- 
ference. 

Third ; There is at least one place mentioned, in 
which John is said to have baptized, sphere tfiere 

« John ill*. 9X 
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does^ not appear to have been any place for "immer- 
sion ; namely, " in the wilderness."* Now, if it 
be asserted that John immersed in the wilderness, 
the argument in support of it must stand thus : — 
First, an assertion^ ^^ there was a pond or a lake in 
the wilderness," or a supposition^ " I suppose there 
was a body of water," or, " that he was by the river 
of Jordan ^^ and then an inference or supposition 
again, that John immersed his sulyects ^for baptism 
in that water. And thus the system of immersion 
is established by assertions, suppositions or inferen- 
ces. If the Baptists have any better arguments to 
prove that John did actually immerse his subjects 
in that wilderness, or even in Bethabara,^ I would 
be very much pleased to see them. 

In support of our position, that John did not im- 
merse, I will add a historical fact concerning the 
Sabians, who profess to be the disciples and follow- 
ers of John the Baptist. The celebrated Mr. Wolf, 
missionary to the Jews, found them in his travels, 
and gave an account of their creed ; which, con- 
cerning baptism, is as follows ; " They baptize ehil* 
dren as well as adults. The children are baptized 
when they are thirty days old. The bishop or priest 
takes the child to the banks of the river ; a relative 
or friend holds the child near the surface of the wa- 
ter, while the priest sprinkles the element upon the 
child, and with prayers they name the child." This 

a Harki. 4. b John i. t8. 
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acc<^ai\jb is contained in the New- York Observer, 
Vol. 3, No. 38, page 150, published September 17, 
1835, and was taken from the London Jewish Ex- 
positor. 



CHAPTER II. 

or THE BimSM OF OUB LOBD ANI> 8ATI0UE J£SUS CHRIST. 

This must be considered first, negatively — ^second, 
positively. 

First, negatively, that is, for what he was not bap- 
tized. 

First, He was not baptized unto John's baptism; 
for, 

1. John's baptism was unto repentance.* But 
Christ could not repent; liecause he had no sin* 
Consequently he could not be baptized unto repen- 
tance, and therefore not unto John's baptism. 

2. In John's baptism, the people were required 
to believe on him who was to come, that is, on 
Christ* But Christ could not be required to be- 
lieve on himself ; therefore, he could not be baptizeot 
unto that baptism. 

3. Again, John's baptism was designed to prepare 
a people for the coming of the Lord* But Christ 
could not be prepared by baptism for his own com- 
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ing, in the same sense that others were. Hence it 
is evident that he was not baptized unto John^s bap- 
tism. 

Second : Neither was he baptized with christian 
baptism. For, 

1 . That was not yet in existence. It was not in- 
stituted until just before his ascension into heaven.* 
He could not, therefore, be baptized with christian 
baptism. 

2. Again, christian baptism was for the remission 
of sin.* But Christ had no sin, consequently he 
could not be baptized for the remission of sin ; and 
therefore, not with christian baptism. 

3. Third. Christian baptism required of adultt 
faith in Christ. But this could not be required of 
Christ — ^he could not have faith ; for, he knew all 
things :* hence he could not be baptized with chris- 
tian baptism. 

If to this it should be replied, that Christ ought 
not then to have been circumcised, because cir- 
cumcision signified regeneration and faith, as well as 
baptism ; and if he could not be baptized with chris* 
tian baptism, because he had no faith, then neither 
ought he to have been circumcised, for the same rea* 
son. To this I reply, that faith was never required 
of infants for circumcision, but of the parents whose 
office it was to have their children circumcised^ 

« 
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And as to purity of heart, Christ had that in perfec* 
tion. He received a perfect and complete sanctifi* 
cation in his eariiest formation. He was born a ho- 
ly thing.* Besides, his circamctsion was an act of 
bis parents, whose datj it was to have him circum- 
cised, according to an express statute.^ He was, 
therefore, as to his human nature, passive in his cir- 
cumcision, and by the qualifications of his parents, 
and the express statute, a proper subject of it His^ 
circumcision could not be dispensed with, without 
disobedience on the part of his parents. Hence his 
circumcision does not prove that he was a fit sub- 
ject for christian baptism. It was to identify him 
as of the seed of Abraham* 

4th and lastly: Those who were baptized with 
christian baptism, were baptized in the name of 
Christ. But it would be absurd to suppose that 
Christ was baptized in his own name. Hence it is 
finally evident that he was not baptized with chris- 
tian baptism. 

Third : Neither was he baptized for our example 
in the sense that some say he was. For, 

1. It was never said to be for our example, and 
we have no right to point out examples unau- 
thorised by the word of God. " In vain do they 
worship me, teaching for doctrine, the command- 
ments of men,''* said our Saviour Jesus Christ., 
He knew best what to point out as examples for us- 

u huke i. 35. h a«n. xrii. 10, 14. c Matt. xt. ^ 
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When he washed his disciples' feet,' he said it was^ 
ibr their example, that they should do . as he had 
done unto them. It is, therefore, neither wise nor 
consistenf fop any to ui^e as an example^ what is: 
not enjoined as such ; and at the same time refuse, 
to follow Christ in that which he expressly declared 
to be for our example. It would be for the honor 
of those who, without any authority, urge our Sa* 
viour's baptism for our example ; first to follow him 
in that which he himself has declared to be such. 
Nay, it would be still more for their honor to wait 
until they could show good authority that his bap-- 
- tism was designed as an example for us, before they 
attempt to follow him in it, or to ui^e it as such. 

2.. If it be for our example, it is one which we 
can never follow to any purpose, for those who urge 
it as such. Because he was baptized without re- 
pentance, without ifiith, ftfid at the age of thirty 
years. Neither was he baptized for the remission 
of sin, or in the name of Christ In neither of these 
particulars, ought we to follow him in baptism, nei- 
ther do they, who so strenuously urge our Saviour's 
baptism as an example, follow him. in the above par- 
ticulars. Yet if it were designed as an example, in 
the sense that it is urged as such, we would be oblig- 
ed to receive it as he did, or we would not follow 
him. Hence it is very evident, that it wai» nevec 
designed to be an e^am^e for us. 

m Joha sutii. 15.. 
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The example which Christ has left for us to foT- 
low is that of a holy, unblameable life, meekness, 
long-suffering, forbearance, and patience under un- 
provoked suiTering ;* and not his baptism. 

As far, however, as his baptism was an act of obe- 
dience to the divine institutions, so far it may answer 
as a good example. For his regard to his own insti- 
tutions was such, that he would not officiate in his 
priestly office, without first complying with his statute 
concerning the consecration of the priests to their 
office* It, therefore, becomes us to be obedient to 
his institutions ; and not to our own suppositions. 
But, as to the object and nature of his baptism, no 
one can follow him in it. Nor, can we know, for 
certain, how to followhim in the mode. For, although 
it was, evidently, not by immersion, as we shall see 
in its place, yet we cannot tell how the water was 
applied — ^whether by pouring or by sprinkling. 

Thus have we seen for what our Saviour was not 
baptized ; we shall now endeavor to ascertain, sec- 
ond, positively, for what he was baptized. 

His baptism wa« for the fulfilling of all righteous- 
ness. But we have seen that he could not fulfil the 
righteousness of christian baptism, or of John's bap- 
tism. It must, therefore, be the righteousness of 
some other baptism which he was to fulfil. And 
there was no other righteousness which he could 
fulfil m the ordinance of baptism, but that in the 

a L Pettr U. S0--S3— I. John U. e. 
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Levitical statute, concerning the consecration of 
priests to their office. Those who were set apart 
for the priestly office, were to be regularly conse- 
crated, before they could officiate therein .• At the 
age of thirty years,* they were to be taken to the 
door of the tabernacle, there washed with water, 
and annointed with oil, and thus they were inducted 
into the priestly office. These washings, or baptisms, 
were performed by the application of water to the 
parts that were washed, and not by inamersion, as 
appears from Exod. xxx, 18 — xl. 30, 31. — Lev- viii. 
1 1 . They had a laver of brass standing at the door 
of the tabernacle, containing water for the conve- 
nience of washing ; but this laver was not large 
enough for immersion. It is well to notice this fact, 
that in consecrating priests to their office, no such 
thing was practised as immersion. 

It was the righteousness of this baptism that Christ 
was to fulfil. As a priest, he must be regularly or- 
dained to his office before he could officiate therein. 
And it was for. this purpose that he came to John. 
If it be asked why he did not go to the door of the 
tabernacle, according to the statute ? We answei^ 
that the ordinance was the principal thing regarded 
in consecrating priests to their office; the going to 
the door of the tabernacle was a mere circumstance, 
and could be dispensed with on an extraordinary 
occasion, without invalidating the ordinance. Thers 

« Exod. zxiz. 4, 7— Lev. viii. d^lSL h Num. It, 3, S3, 30. 
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were also three important reasons why he did not 
go to the door of the tabernacle. 

Firsti He would not have been received by the 
priests. They were his enemies, and would not 
have suffered him to approach the door of the ta^^ 
bemacle for consecration to the priestly office. 

Second. Neither were they at liberty to receive 
faim, if they would ; for, he was of the tribe of Ju* 
dah, and Ihey were expressly bound to the tribe of 
Levi, by their statute. 

Third. John was appointed to induct him into 
office. He was our Saviour's forerunner, sent to 
prepare his way to the temple. " Behold I will send 
my messenger, and he shall prepare the way before 
me ; and the Lord whom ye seek, shall suddenly 
come to his temple.'^* And if he were to prepare 
the way of the Lord, he must open the door for him 
to enter upon his office, and come to the temple. 
For these reasons he came to John. But John would 
not baptize him until be understood the design of 
his application ; and when he understood this, he 
baptized him. That Christ was baptized for the 
Priesity Office^ appears. 

First, From the fact that he would not officiate 
as a priest, until the righteousness of the Levitical 
law was fulfilled in his consecration. He, at a 
certain time, was found asking questions of the 
Doctors ; but we no where find that he taught until 
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after he was consecr&ted. He would not discbaTge 
the duties of the priestly office in a disorderly 
manner. For, althou^ he was appointed to that 
office, in the eternal counsels of peace,* yet he must 
be actually invested with it, before he could or 
would officiate therein. As Paul, when speaking of 
the priestly office says, '' No man taketh this honor 
to himself, but he that is called of God, as was 
Aaron. So also Christ glorified not himself to be 
made an high priest, but he that said unto him. 
Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten thee," * 
But, he was called the son of God at his baptism. * 
Hence it is evident, that he was actually invested 
with that honor at that time : Wherefore, 

Second. From the circumstances attending his 
baptism, it appears that he was there consecrated 
to his priestly office. He was there washed with 
water by John, and anointed with holy oil by the 
Father.** The spirit of God descended like a dove, 
and lit upon him.' His anointing by the Spirit was 
without measure */ so that he was well qualified for 
his office. And according to the statute, be was 
thirty years old when he was consecrated.* 

Third. From the declaration from heaven, it 
appears that his baptism was for the priestly office, 
viz. — " This is my beloved son in whom I am well 

m Psalm oSy 4. ^ Heb. ▼, 4, 5. t MatUi. iii, 17. 
d Psalm xIt, 7— Heb. i, 9— Acts iy, 27. 
f MatUi. iii, 16— Luke iii, SI— 23. 
h LQk« ir, 18 — Jphn iii, 34. t Luk« iii, S3. 
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I pleased." The same words were repeated at ano* 

I ther time, with the addition of an injunction to hear 

or obey him.* But we are to hear the insti-uctions 
of a priest, as it is written. " For the Priest's lips 
should keep knowledge and they should seek the 
law at his mouth ; for he is the messenger of the 
Lord of hosts."* But Jesus Christ is that priest 
whose law we are to seek and obey. Consequently, 
he was here consecrated to his priestly office. And 
this is also farther confirmed by Isaiah, as quoted 
by Matthew : " Behold my servant whom I have 
chosen ; my beloved in whom my soul is well pleas- 
ed ; I will put my spirit upon him, and he shall show 
forth judgment to the Gentiles."*^ Now the priests 
were the servants of God to make atonement for 
the people, and to teach them his law.** To this 
office they were set apart at their consecration. 
Christ also, as a priest, was a servant to his Father, 
to make reconciliation for iniquity. And as a priest, 
the law was to be sought at his mouth. " The islei 
shall wait for his law," saith the prophet* He was 
anointed to preach the gospel ;• and to shew forth 
judgment to the Gentiles ; for which the spirit was 
to be put upon him, and this was done at his baptism. 
From the above considerations, it evidently ap- 
pears that Christ, at his baptism, was consecrated to 
the priestly office. 

a Matth. zvii, 5— Luke iz, 35. b Mai. ii, 7. 
< Isaiah zlii, S^Matth. zii, 18. d Ley. ix, 7. 
• Isaiah Izi, 1 — Luke ir, 18. 
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Fourth. The apostle Paul teaches us, that " No 
man taketh this honor,'' of the priesthood " to him- 
self. He must not only be lawfully called, but 
regularly ordained to his office, before he has a 
right to officiate therein. " So also Christ glorified 
not himself to be made an high priest.* This glory 
and honor he received of the Father^ as Peter 
informs us, " For he received from God the Father, 
glory and honor." When did he receive this ? He 
adds, " When there came such a voice from the 
excellent glory. This is my beloved Son, in whom I 
am well pleased."* But these words which Peter 
heard in the holy mount, were spoken of Christ, 
when he was baptized. It was, therefore, at his 
baptism, that Christ was glorified to be made an 
high priest ; that is, actually invested with the honor 
and office of the priesthood by the washing of water 
and the anointing of oil, that is, of the Holy Spirit 
from the Father : Hence again, it appears evident, 
even to a demonstration, that his baptism was for 
the priestly office. 

It has been objected, that Christ was not " after 
the order of Aaron" ; and therefore needed no con- 
secration. To this we reply, that His order was 
not such as to free him from the obligation of the 
Levitical statute concerning the consecration of 
priests. This appears certain, as well from what 
has been shown above, as from the fact, that he 

• Heb. y, 4, 5. 5 2 P«Ur i, 17. 
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refused, or would not officiate in his offi(^e, until he 
had complied with that statute* Christ was of the 
tribe of Judah, of which tribe Moses spake nothing 
concerning priests. His priestood was unchangea- 
ble, and confirmed by an oath.* But the priesthood 
of Aaron was changeable, and without an oath. It 
was in these particulars that Christ was not after 
the order of Aaron ; and not in any thing which 
could supersede the necessity of being regularly 
inducted into his office. 

Lastly. That our blessed Lord and Saviour Jesus- 
Christ was baptized for the priestly office, appears 
from his own acknowledgement of the fact. When 
the chief priests «nd elders of the people came to 
him, as he was teaching in the temple, and demand- 
^ to know by what authority he did such things ; 
and who had given him such authority ; He imme- 
diately referred them to the baptism of John, by 
whom he had been baptized, and asked them: 
" Whether it was of heaven or of men ?'' They 
knew that he had been baptized by John ; and if his 
baptism was of man, then of coui*se, he could have 
no authority to preach. But if it was from heaven, 
then his authority was established. For, he was 
there actually invested with the office of the priest- 
hood, by the washing of water, and the anointing of 
the holy oil, according to the Levitical statute. 

If Christ had any meaning in referring them to 
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John^s baptism, it must have been thii. Because 
his reference was in compliance with their question 
concerning his aathoritj to preach;, and for the 
purpose of silencing them upon their own principles, 
which he also ejBTected. They believed that John 
had received his commission to baptize, from 
heaven, but were afraid to acknowledge it to him, 
fearing that he would attack them for their unbelief. 
For, John had pointed him out as the Messiah in 
whom they should believe ; having received a testi- 
mony of it at his baptism ; yet they would not believe 
that he was the Christ. And they were so puzzled 
with the question, that they would have said " it was 
of meriy'^^ had they not feared the people, who held 
John as a prophet.* 

Hence it manifestly appears that Christ wai 
baptized for the Priestly OrricE, Nor does it 
less evidently appear, that the Holy Spirit caused 
such clear proofs of this truth to be recorded, with 
the express view to silence the opposition which he 
saw would be raised against it in after ages. Herein, 
as on all other subjects, we discover the wisdom and 
faithfulness of Christ as high priest ^' over the house 
of God,'* in giving bis people such instruction as 
may guide them into those truths which are honora- 
ble to his name and comfortable to them under all 
opposition. 

A question now occurs, which may be worthy 

a MatUi. Kxi, 23—27. 



of our investigation. What was the mode of our 
Saviour's baptism ? Some saj it was by immersion. 
And a powerful ai^ument they have for it too. He 
came " up out of the water." Query : Does coming 
up out of the water, mean, that he came up from 
under it ? If it could be proved that no one ever 
came " up out of the water, without first going under 
it, then this circumstance would be a solid argument 
in favor of immersion. But that will not be attempt- 
ed by the most strenuous advocates for immersion. 
Why then will men who have any claim to learning 
and candor, lay so much stress upon this circum- 
stance ? which certainly cannot prove that Christ 
went under the water — themselves being judges. 
Besides, if this circumstance does prove that Christ 
went under the water, it will prove too much, — ^but 
that which proves too much is good for nothing. 

If the phrase "w/? out q/*," proves that Christ 
came up from under the water, then I can prove 
that the Israelites came up from under the land of 
Egypt ! Because the same mode of expression is 
often used in reference to their coming up from 
Egypt. " I am the Lord that bringeth you up and 
qf the land of EgyptJ^^ " Let our friends look at 
the horns of the dilemma.." If the phrase " «p oiU 
^,** proves that Christ came up from under the 
nater; then verily, we have proved by the same 
mode of ailment ; that the Israelites came up from 
under the land of Egypt. ^' As if Pharaoh, in addi- 
tion fa hit other acts of t}Tannous proceedings, had 
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actually buried the children of Israel under the 
•od" ! I 

It is said, that the ailment to prove that the 
children of Israel came up from under the land of 
Egypt, is both absurd and silly ? We grant it, 
because in the same breath, the same will be said 
of the argument in favor of the immersion of our 
Saviour, inasmuch as they are both of tfie same 
kind, and rest upon the same phrase. For if " up 
out of^^ means /roTn under in the one case, it will 
mean the same in the other, as absurd as the idea 
of their coming up from under the land of Egypt, 
may appear. It is truly a no small grievance, that 
we should be esteemed as absurd and silly, by our 
Baptist brethren, when we adopt their own ail- 
ments to prove a position of our own ! ! 

There is, however, an instance wherein no chaige 
of absurdity can be offered against us. " Where is 
he that brought them up out of the sea, with the 
shepherd of his flock."* Hence again, if up out of, 
proves that our Saviour came up from under the 
water, this expression in Isaiah also proves that 
Israel came up from under the sea. For the same 
argument must and will prove as much in one place 
as the other. Thus we see that the argument proves 
too much; for, Israel did not come up from under 
the sea. Hence the argument is good for nothiog.^^ 
It affords no proof for the immersion of our Saviour. 

• h»aah Uiii, II. 
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And be who, after all, will maintaiD, from this cir- 
cumstance, that Christ did come up from under the 
water, must stand charge^ with an obstinate incon- 
sistencj. The sentence of ^' absurd and silljp^ is 
gone forth from his own mouth against himself* 

Is it asked why our Saviour went into the water ? 
I reply, — questions prove nothing. He might very 
easily have stepped into the brink of the water 
without going under it« But it cannot be proved 
that he did even put his foot into the water ; because 
the Greek proposition (omto) here rendered oui of 
is more accurately rendered ^'frorrij'^ and is so 
rendered in other places, which every person who 
knows any thing of the Greek will confess* " Come 
down (oflTo) from the cross."* "He is risen (airo) 
from the dead."* And returned {a*©) from the 
sepulchre."* " And cometh down (aflro) from the 
Father of Lights."*' "And I saw another angel 
ascending (a's'o) from the east."* Many other exam- 
ples might be adduced, but the above are sufficient 
to show how this preposition is rendered in other 
places of the scriptures. And indeed every Greek 
scholar knows that from is the proper and radical 
meaning of weo. Hence the passage under coii- 
uderation might be more accurately rendered thus c 
*^ And Jesus, when he was baptized, came straight* 
way up /rom the water." No Greek scholar will 

• Bf atth. xxvii, 40. h Matth. zzviii, 7. c Luka xxir, 8. 
d Jamei i» 17. e Rar. vii, 2. 
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dispute this reDdering. Hence it cannot be proved 
that Christ even stepped into the water. It may 
be asserted for the cause of immersion; but the 
proof is wanting. Lastly, from the fact that Christ 
was baptized for the priestly office, it is certain that 
he was not immersed ; because no such thing was 
ever practised in consecrating priests to their office. 
And no good reason can be assigned, why our 
Saviour should adopt a new mode of consecration 
in his own case. Sufficient reason has been given 
why he did not go to the door of the tabernacle. 
But why he should deviate from his own appointed 
mode, no reason can be assigned. As to the mean- 
ing of the term baptism, that affords neither reason 
nor ai^ument, as will be shown in its proper place, 
leaving thus illustrated the subject of our Saviour'i 
baptism, I shall conclude with the following remark. 
To urge our Saviour's baptism as an example for us^ 
to follow, appears to be more with a design to gain 
proselytes among an uninformed and unthinking 
populace, than from conviction of its truth. 



CHAPTER III. 

or THE HBAKINO OF THE TEBH BAPTISM*. 

This is purely a Greek word, and is from Bcdrn^^ 
.a derivative from Barn^ which is frequently used 
in a aense different firoia immersion. <^'He that 
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{iliQa-\^) dippeth his hand with me in the dishJ^ ' 
Now, no one would affirm that our Saviour immers- 
ed his hands in the grafy or sop that was in the 
dish. Yet this dipping is expressed hy that very 
word from which baptism is derived. Again, " that 
he may {^a-^^) dip the tip of his finger in cold 
water.''* Further, {^attTot) is also used for sprink- 
ling. It is no less than twice used in this sense in 
reference to Nebuchadnezzar. " And his body was 
(fi§a(pij) wet with the dew of heaven,"* How was 
his body wet ? Surely not by a burial under water ; 
but by the sprinkling of the dew as it distilled upon 
him in the night. 

But Boitti^w is a derivative from Ba^Tw, and 
therefore is less ia its signification, and consequent- 
ly does not signify a total immersion. Nor does it 
appear that it is ever used in that sense exclusively 
by the Holy Spirit. It is a diminutive, which words 
are very common in Greek and Latin. Thus Filius 
in Latin signifies a son, but its dimunitive, Filiolus, 
signifies a Httle son. So also in English, Blackish 
is a dimunitive from Black, and signifies something 
not quite black. The same is true of Bait^t^ot. It is 
a dimunitive from Baieru, which, as might be shown, 
is frequently used for a partial dipping of the thing 
dipped. ^^ And ye shall take a bunch of hyssop 

a Matth. xxri, 23. b Luke xvi, 24. 

4 Dan. IT, 33, in the Eo«;liib, but 30th vene in the Septuareat. 
Alio oh. T» SI. 
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and {^a-\^ocvT€s) dip it in ^he blood that is in the 
bason."« No one would venture the assertion, that 
this bunch of Hyssop was immersed in the blood 
that was in the bason. If it were needful, a great 
variety of instances might be adduced, where Ba«'Tw 
is used in the Septuagint only for a partial dipping 
of the thing dipped. And we have also seen above 
that it is even used for sprinkling. Hence Bairn^Jw, 
being a dimunitive from it, and consequently less in 
its signification, does also signify a washing perform- 
ed by sprinkling. " This argument" says the Rev. 
Daniel Merril, A.M. " is of the same weight with 
the following : My father believes in sprinkling as 
being baptism : I am his offspring, and consequent- 
ly, I believe the same ; when in fact I am lai^ely 
convinced that it is no such thing."* This is such 
a glaring and trifling sophism, that it needs no reply. 
And I introduced it, only that the reader might see 
how an A, M. labored under the argument, and how 
unable he was to remove it. 

Much has been said about the meaning which 
Dictionaries have given to the word baptiism. It 
ought to be remembered that dictionaries are no 
Bibles. If dictionary writers had paid more regard 
t<T the sense in which this word is used in the Bible, 
they would not have opened the door for such 
cavilling about its meaning as they now have done. 

a Ezod. zii, 22. 

* Seven Sermons, 2d ed. p. 31 ^ 
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The word BoMr^^w is twice used in the Septua- 
gint, and in neither place is it used for a submersion, 
that is, a burial under water. And only once is it 
rendered difh " Then went he down and {dafTttfarn) 
dipped," that is, baptized " himself seven times in 
Jordan."* Yet there is no evidence from thi» 
expression, that he immersed himself under the 
water. But there is evidence against it. 

First, from the meaning of the Hebrew word 
(Tabal,) used in this place, and rendered dip in 
our English version. We have the authority of 
Robertson, a profound Hebrew scholar, that this 
word signifies to immerse or dip any part of the 
thing dipped.* And what is better, we have divine 
authority for it. " And the priest shall dip his right 
finger in the oil that is in his left hand."*-J Now, no 
one will assert that the priest buried his finger in 
the oil. It is plain that he dipped only the end of 
his finger in it. Yet the word (Tabal) is used. 
Again : " And ye shall take a bunch of Hyssop, land 
dip it in the blood that is in the bason." Here 
again is the word (Tabal) used. Examples of this 
kind might be multiplied, but the above are suffi- 
cient to confirm what was said above, namely, that 
the Hebrew word which is used to express Naaman^i 
dipping or baptizing himself in Jordan, is used for 
the dipping of only a part of a thing dipped. -^ 

a S Kings r, 14. b Lev. xiv, 16. 

* Sftft Robertson'i Thesaurus, a Hebrew ooncordanoa. 
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Second. From the word which the prophet med, 
when he commanded him to wash himself in Jordan, 
it is evident that Naaman did not give himself a 
total immersion* He received no such orders. 
The word is (Rahatz,) which signiibs no such 
thing as immersion. 

Third. It is evident that Naaman did not give 
himself a total immersion, from his own expression, 
when he received his orders : '' Behold, I thought, 
he will surely come out to me, and//nA:c his hand 
over the place and recover the leper." Now, as 
Naaman thought that Elisfaa would strike his hand 
over the leprous place ; so it is evident that he only 
dipped or bathed that part in the water, and did not 
give himself a total immersion, which was neither 
commanded nor required for healing the leper. 

Again, the word Bocrn^^j is used in Isaiah xxi, 4. 
Sin hath (^wrnS^ei) baptized me, or, as it is in our En- 
glish translation : " Fearfulness hath affrighted me." 
Here the term baptism is used in a sense that 
completely excludes the idea of immersion. The 
Hebrew word here rendered baptize by the LXX,* 
is (BagnatHj) which signifies to frighten, terrify or 
make afraid. Thus sin, that is, the transgression of 
the law, which is indeed fearful to an awakened 
conscience, frightens or baptizes with terror all 

* Those who iraDslated the Hebrew bible into the Creek 
lano^uage. 






50 

those who have gust views of the righteousness and 
holiness of God. 

These are the only places I have seen in the 
jeptuagint where the word baptism is used. Mr. 
Hascal sayr that " the LXX use Baptismai, Mid, 
for washing oneself by immersion." He has been 
very careful not to let us know where they have 
used it thus. AVhen he has proved his assertion we 
ahall be bound to believe it. 

The Baptists say that the Greeks must certainly 
understand their own language, and they immerse 
their subjects in baptism, hence they must under- 
stand the word baptism to be immersion.* To this 
I reply, that we have nothing to do with the under- 
standing of the Greeks. Our business is with the 
Bible, in which this ordinance is found, to ascertain 
the sense in which this word is used by the Holy 
Spirit. For we believe He understands the Greek 
language as well as the Greeks ; and the sense in 
which he has used it, must determine its meaning 
with us. 

* If the fact that the Greeks immerse their subjects in baptism, 
be good proof with the Baptists, for the mode ; why is not the 
fact that they baptize their infants, good proof, also, for the sub- 
jects f Why do the Baptists grasp, with such eagerness, the one 
circumstance in relation to baptism, among the Greeks, and reject 
the other f Why f I need not ask the question. The reason is 
apparent. The one circumstance they can manage to their own 
advantage among an uninformed populace. But the other, if 
mentioned, would militate against them. Is such practice gene- 
roui and honorable ^ 
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The radical meaning of the teim, is to wash, and 
is used in the New-Testament for ceremonial wash- 
ings or cleansings. And dipping, immersion, plung- 
ing, pouring and sprinkling are not \^shings, but 
several modes of washing. Now, the question is, in 
what manner is this washing in the sacrament of 
baptism to be performed? The Baptists say by 
immersion, but the word of God says by sprinkling. 
To the law and to the testimony must be our appeal. 

We have seen that the term baptism in the places 
referred to above, is not used in the septuagint for 
immersion. Neither do the Hebrew words render- 
ed baptism by the LXX, signify immersion. Our 
next business will be to ascertain the sense in which 
it is used by the Holy Spirit. 

First, however, I. must notice an objection urged 
by the Baptists. They ask, " How we can be said 
to be washed, when only a little water is sprinkled 
upon our foreheads ? The whole system is polluted 
with sin ; but a little water sprinkled upon our 
forehead cannot represent the cleansiijg of our whole 
system ;" and then sarcastically exclaim, " Deliver us 
from that person* who would sprinkle a little water 
on our clothes, or dishes, and then tell us, they 
were clean." And would the Baptists consider 
their apparel or table furniture clean, if they were 
only immersed or dipped into the water ? 

* I forbear using the terms, with which some, in certain places 
are indecently liberal in their declamation?. 
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The/ forget that baptism is not a washing for 
cleanliness ; but a ceremonial washing or cleansii^ : 
And we have the authority of JEHOVAH himself, 
for asserting,.that the whole system is cleansed when 
the cleansing or purifying element has been applied 
to only a part of it. " He that h washed, needeth 
not, save to wash his feet, but is clean every whit." • 
The washing here mentioned, was not designed for 
personal cleanliness, for our Saviour would by no 
means discourage or discountenance such a thing ; 
neither could personal cleanliness secure a part in 
him. It was therefore designed for a ceremonial 
cleansing, to signify a spiritual washing, and was 
applied to the disciples' feet, to* intimate that their 
wfilk must be holy. When Peter understood that 
this washing was designed to signify his interest in 
Christ, he wished a more general application of the 
water, and exclaimed "^Lord, not my feet only, but 
also my hands, and my head ;" (hot his whole body.) 
Our Saviour, however, corrected his mistake, and 
informed him, that as it was a ceremonial washing, 
it was sufficient when applied only to his feet. 
Here, then, we have the very best authority for 
asserting that the whole man is clean, when water 
has been applied only to a part of him. He is 
clean every whit, because he k thereby wholly set 
apart or sanctified unto the Lord, which is effec- 
tually and savingly done, only when ^^ washed by 

« Jloha xiii« 10. 
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the spirit of our God," which is represented by 
this external washing. 

" Again " Lo, this," namely the coal of fire, " hath 
touched thy lips, and thine iniquity is taken away, 
and thy sin is pui^ed.V« Here again the whole 
system is said to be cleansed when the purifying 
element had been applied only to the lips. This 
baptism with fire was applied only to a part, and 
the whole was purified. 

The sprinkHng with the water of separation k 
also termed a purification. " It is a purification for 
sin ;"* or, as it is in the septuagint, " It is the water 
of sprinkling unto purification." David also says 
" Purge" Pavrieij, sprinkle " me with hyssop and I 
shall be clean."* The sprinkling here intended by 
David, is no doubt spiritual ; accordingly it is said, 
" I will sprinkle clean water upon you, and ye shall 
be cleanV* Hence we are still justiflbd in asserting 
that the cleansing of the whole body is represented 
when a little water is applied to the forehead. We 
might as well ask how the whole system could be 
purified by fire, when a coal was applied only to the 
lips ; or how a person could be clean every whit 
when water was applied only to the feet; as to ask 
how the cleansing of the whole system can be repre- 
sented, when water is applied only to the forehead 

• Isaiah vi,,?. b Num. ziz, 9. 

c Ps. li, 7^Id the septuag;int it is Ps. 1, 7. 

d Ezakiel xzzvi, S5. • 
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Besides^ the spriokling of water upon the fore- 
head, may be called a washing, with the same pro^ 
prietji that a morsel of bread, and a swallow of 
wine are called a feast. For the word diisrvov' used, 
for the Lord's supper, bj the apostle Paul, signifies 
a full meal*. And the Baptists themselves call that 
a supper, wherein onlj a morsel of bread and a 
swallow of wine are taken. From this circum- 
stance, together with the divine authority noticed 
above, we feel ourselves fully justified in our senti- 
ments and practice in relation to baptism, by our 
Father, although we may be condemned by some of 
^ur brethren. 

Having removed the above ohgection, I thall now 
etideavor to ascertain the sense in which the Holy 
Spirit has used the term baptism. And 

1. In Mark vii, 4, " When they come from the 
market, except they wash (baptize,) they eat not, 
and many other things there be, which they have 
received to hold as the washing (baptisms) of cups 
and pots, brazen veasels and of tables.'' It must be 
remembered that these baptisms were not their 
washings for cleanliness* Because these Pharisees 
were not condemned foi: cleanliness in their persons^ 
and furniture, our Saviour and his disciples, were 
no doubt as cleanly, as to these things, as the Phari^ 
sees« These baptisms, therefore, were their cere^ 
monial purifications, to which they were superstl-^^ 

41 1 eor. TU ^Ok 
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tiously ftttacbftcL We have before seen that their 
baptisms were the same with their ceremonial 
purifications,"^ for which they had water pots in 
their houses, containing water.^ But they could 
not immerse iheir tables, or beds (upon which they 
used to sit at tiieir meals in a reclining posture) into> 
those water pots. 

Mr. Merrill* lays great stress upon Lev. xi, 32,. 
which, he seems to think, does most triumphantly 
prove that these baptisms were performed exclu- 
sively by immersion, and is very much enraged 
against those who dare to quote those passages 
where sprinkling is mentioned. He is very much 
mistaken when he says that we would learn from 
that passage " how couches and beds — ^were cleans- 
ed." For Moses makes no mention of them. "Any 
vessel of wood," says he, " or raiment, or skin, or 
sack, whatsoever vessel it be wherein any work is 
done, it must be put into water." This is the only 
passage I have ever seen adduced, which could in 
any tolerable degree favor immersion in baptism*. 
And I am willing he shall have all the aid from it, 
that a solitary passage can afford him. It is enough 
for us that those beds or tables could not be 
immersed in those water pots, and that the Lord 
did command all the vessels and persons that were 
defiled, to be sprinkled. " And a clean person dial!; 

a. John ui,.25, 26. b John ii, ^». 
♦ Goi.Ch.ViD.. pp. 13.6-7,, 
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take Hyssop, and dip it in water, ^nd sprinkle- k 
upon the tent,, and upon all the vessels, and upon 
the persons that were there, and upon him that 
touched a bone, or one slain, or one dead, or a 
grave."* Observe vessels and persons were to be 
sprinkled, nor is this a solitary passage.^ 

It is also worthy of note that in Lev. xi, 32, 
nothing is said about putting persons into the water. 
But in Numbers xix, 18, and elsewhere, they are 
expressly commanded to be sprinkled. Of these 
ceremonies the Pharisees were tenacious, " except 
they baptize they eat not." Fearing that they had 
touched something unclean in the throng at the 
market place, they were careful to perform these 
ceremonies, in order to wash away the pollution 
which they feared might be upon them. 

That these vessels mentioned in the passage 
under consideration, were not put or immersed info 
the water, is evident from our Saviour's allusion, 
when he reproved the Pharisees for their hypocricy. 
" Now do ye Pharisees make clean the outside of 
the cup and the platter, but your inward part is full 
of ravening and wickedness/ Now if these cups 
and platters had been immersed in the water, both 
sides would have been equally clean, and conse- 
quently there would have been no room for our 
Saviour's allusion to their making clean, that is 

a Num. six, 18. 

b Lev. xir, 7— Num. viii, 7— Heb. ix, 19, 21. 

• Luke xi, S9. 
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purifying, or baptizing only the outsicte. For, the 
same word isr used here for making clean, which is 
used in John iii, 25, for purifying; which purifying 
was the same with their baptism, as we have shown 
above* Hence it is evident that our Saviour alUides 
to those purify ings or baptisms which were perform- 
ed by sprinkling : " A clean person shall sprinkle 
water upon the vessels and persons,^^ To tliese 
baptisms the Pharisees were superstitiously attach- 
ed. " They had received, to hold the baptism," 
that is, the ceremonial washings ^^ of cups, pots and 
brazen vessels and tables." 

Wherefore, we must conclude that these vessels 
were not immersed, but sprinkled, for that was the 
mode in which their ceremonial purifications were 
ordinarily performed. And Paul, when he refers to 
the Jewish ceremonies of purifying, speaks only of 
those which were performed by sprinlling.* Hence 
we find that the word baptism is used by Mark for 
that cleansing which was performed by sprinkUng ; 
wherefore sprinkling is called baptism by the Holy 
Spirit. 

2. Luke xi, 38, " And wheo»the Pharisee saw it, 
he marvelled that he had not first washed (baptized) 
before dinner*" This was that Pharisee who in-, 
vited J^us to dine with him. Now, no consistent 
person would hazard the assertion that Jesus and 
all the Jews immersed^hemselves every day befora 

aHeb.ix, 1S,19,21. 
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dinner. The Pharisees no doubt washed them- 
selves before they .dined, else they would not have 
found fault with our Saviour for neglecting it. The 
assertion that they immersed themselves every day 
before dinner, is so completely destitute of even a 
shadow of evidence, and so contrary to probability, 
that it is a mere begging the question. And yet 
Mr. Hascal who appears to prefer the authority of 
Lexicons and Abraham Booth, to that of the Bible, 
has rendered this passage thus : " And the Pharisee, 
beholding, marvelled that he was not first immersed 
before dinner." 

Mr. Merril also labors to show that this passage 
ought to be so rendered, and refers to the ordinance 
of bathing. " The unclean person shall bathe him- 
self in water." But the learned Divine ought to 
know, if he does not, that, to bathe does not signify 
a total immersion. Neither does it necessarily 
signify any immersion at all. A person may bathe 
himself, either by going under water, or by the ap- 
plication of it to the part or parts bathed. Hence 
this passage to which he so eagerly referred, fails 
him — ^it affords no evidence for immersion. 

But why will he refer to the ordinance of bathing, 
and pass over, or reject the ordinance of sprinkling 
which was enjoined in the same institution ? ''A 
clean person shall sprinkle upon the unclean on the 
third day, and on the seveutji day."' Thus we find 

a. Num. xix,.18, 19«. 
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that he who bathed himself, was first a|frinklect. 
And sprinkling also was the ordmarj mode of puri^ 
fying, as is evident from the fact, that Paul made 
no mention of their bathings, when he spake of the 
Jewish ceremony of purifying* Hence the idea of 
immersion, in the passage before us, is altogether 
excluded. And the term baptism is used for a 
washing performed otherwise than by immersion. 

But, to return to Mr. HascaPs rendering. Will 
he or any of his brethren inform us whether the 
Jews had baths in all their dwellings, sufficiently 
lai^e to immerse themselves in them ? If they had 
not, where did they go to immerse themselves ? Or 
if they had, where do the Baptists obtain the know- 
ledge of it ? Is it by an immediate revelation ? If 
so, it is not from heaven, because it is unsupported 
by the word of God, which is the only rule of our 
faith and practice. It must not be foi^otten that 
these baptisms, or washings, were not for personal 
cleanliness, — they ^ere their ceremonial purifica- 
tions, and what kind of baths they had for these 
washings John informs us in his gospel. Thus we 
again see that the word baptism is used for a wash- 
ing which is not performed by immersion : It doee 
not, therefore,- signify immersion. 

Some have tried to get the body under water 
from Mark vii, 3, by saying that when they washed 
their hands they immersed them. But herein they 
fail. For, first; there is no connection between 
washing the hands by rubbing them with their fist, as 
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it is in the ortgina], {'m\jypvi vi4/ejyrai tos ^fgot^i} and 
their ceremonial washings. So that the iofimersion 
of the body in the ordinance of baptism, cannot be 
inferred from the supposition that they immersed ^ 
their hands when they washed them. Second, if 
they did immerse their hands, it would avail them 
nothing to prove imniersion in baptism, because the 
word baptism is not used. And even if it were, it 
could not be proved that they immersed their hands, 
\ because they might wash by applying water to one 

hand by the other ; or they might wash at a faucet, 
or water might be poured upon their hands. And 
V it is very probable that the latter mode was prac- 

tised, if we are allowed to refer to the Bible for 
evidence. We read that Elisha poured water upoH 
the hands of Elijah.* 

3. 1 Cor. X, 2. "And were all baptized unto 
Moses in the cloud and in the sea." Daniel Has- 
cal has rendered this passage thus : " Ahd were all 
immersed* unto Moses in the Aoud and in the sea.'^ 
Such rendering evinces the extravagancy of the 
man, and is its own refutation among the thinking 
part of community. For, who, but those who have w 
taken leave of their reason, and would rather swal- 
low down the most glaring absurdity, than relin- 
quish a beloved hypothesis, can believe that the 
Israelites were all carried aloft, and plunged into 

a2Kin«siii, 11. 

'^ See his definifioos, &c. Had he laid that the E^^ptianf 
were immersed he would have spoken more correctly. 
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%he cloud, fhen let down and plunged into the sea. It 
is also at variance with the account which Moses gives 
of their passage through the sea. He sajs that after 
the cloud passed over them, and the waters were 
driven back ; they passed through dry shod. But 
they could not have been very dry aftet^having un- 
dei^one such a double pltfnging in the watery ele* 

^ments* 

But why is there such a variance amoi^ the Bap-* 
tists themselves about this baptism ? Some say, that 
the Israelites were surrounded in a thick mist, and 
thus were immersed in that. Others say, that the 
icloud was above them, and ihe sea on each side, and 
thus there was a representation of a burial or im- 
mersion. Others, as Mr. Hascal, will have them 
carried aloft and immersed in the cloud, and then 
let down and immersed in the sea. And others, 
again, in order to get rid of the difficulty altogether, 
say it was under the law, and therefore has no con- 
nexion with baptism. Such a division of sentiment 
among themselves, only evinces their anxious cares 
for immersion — a conscious inability to defend their 
exclusive system, and their reluctant doubts con- 
cerning it. But the most common mode of evadii^ 
the force of the aigument drawn from this passage, 
is, by saying that the isea Was on each side, and the 
cloud above or over them, and thus there was a re- 
presentation of a burial — a type or figure of bap* 
tism. To thiiB I reply, 
First, Paul sayt nothing about a Sgat^ or typ«, 
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neither does he say that tbej were buried, but thai 
they were baptised ; and it ill becomes us to contra- 
dict him, or to be wise above what is written. ^ 

Second, The Baptists destroy themselves by their 
contrivances. For they will allow nothing short of 
a total plunging or immersion uoder the water for 
baptism. But according to their interpretation of 
the above cited passage, the Israelites were neither 
immersed into the cloud, nor plunged into the wa- 
ter of the sea : and yet they were baptized accord- 
ing to Paul, nor do the Baptists venture a direct de- 
nial of the fact Here then was a baptism, without 
an immersion into the water, the Baptists themselves 
being witnesses. Perhaps this was the reas6D why 
Mr. Hascal said that they were immersed into the 
cloud and into the sea, in order to escape this con- 
clusion. And would rather stand chai^eable with 
an absurdity, however glaring, than yield the point 
in one instance. But, 

Third, This interpretation, although the best they 
have offered in support of their exclusive system, 
yet is not according to truth. Because the cloud 
was not above or over them, when they passsed 
through the sea, if we are allowed to take our evi- 
dence from that Book in which this circumstance is 
recorded. It passed over them before they entered 
the sea, and stood between them and the Egyp^ 
tian&* And in its transition it ituned iipon Israel, as 

« Esodot xiv. I^^rtt. 
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Asaph says, when speaking of this great event. ** The 
clouds poured out water.''' ^^Not a word of its be- 
ing poured upon Israel," says Mr. MerriL Upon 
whom then was this water poured ? Strange, yea, 
passing strange, that a great multitude should be un- 
der clouds which were pouring out water, and yet 
the water not poured upon them ! Again, he says : 
*' If the clouds poured out rain at the Red Sea, and 
during the transit, it looks as though it was upon the 
E^ptians, seeing it was accompanied with light- 
nings, thunders and arrows of the Almighty."* 

Now observe, the Egj^ptians were some distance 
behind the Israelites, and the cloud was passing over 
Israel, in order to be stationed between them and 
the Egyptians, and as it passed over Israel, it poured 
out water, and yet it looks as thovgh this water »a« 
poured upon the Egyptians^ ^ho were not near it ! 
Perhaps it did '^ look" so to Mr. Merril ; but to me 
it ^^ looks as though it was upon" those who were 
under the cloud. 

Again; ^^Notaword," says he, '^is said of its 
being poured upon Israel." Zeal is good, but when 
not under the influence and guidance of the 'word 
of God, it is pernicious. Jehu-like, he drives ahead 
to his own ruin. Now hear what David says, when 
speaking in reference to Israel's deliverance from 
Egypt* «' Thou, O God, didst send a plentiful rain 
whereby thou didst confirm their inheritance when 

• Psmlnu Ixsvil. 17. * Got. Ch. Vio. p. 138. 
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it was wearj.^'* Thus, according to Darid, the wa- 
ter was poured upon Israel ; for it was at the Red 
Sea that the Lord's inheritance was weaiyy.when 
hotlj pursued by their cruel oppressors — ^it was^ 
there also, that they were confirmed, when they 
were baptized unto Moses as their leader and com- 
mander, to conduct them under the hand of JEHO- 
VAH, through the wildemesa to the land of promise.. 
Hei'e, then, we learn, not 6nly upon whom the 
clouds poured out water^ but also how they were 
baptized in the cloud. It was by the sprinkling of 
the water from the cloud, and by the spray of the 
«ea, which was blown upon them, as they passed 
through on dry ground ; and thus they were bap-^ 
tized upon dry land> 

But, in order to get rid of this argument altogeth^ 
er, it is said that this erent took place under the law.. 
According to Moses' account, however, it was at 
the Red Sea nearly or quite fifty days before the 
law was given at Mount Sinai. Whom shall we be-^ 
lieve ? I believe Moses. But we shall not contend 
about this. Our object is to prove that Paul calk 
sprinkling baptism, although the Baptists will not. 
And we shall yield to Paul, because his opinion suit» 
us best. Besides it is very convenient to baptize 
on dry land, and if such practice is sanctioned by. 
ihe Holy Spirit, it will be a pleasure for us to adopt 
it ; and not otherwise. 

m Pkalms Izyiii. 9. . 

ft Pnlmiburi. 6.-^£iiidiu sir. tL^Uth^ si. M 
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4. Hcb. ix. 10, " Diverse washings," (baptisms.) 
These baptisms, Paul tells us, ia verse 13, were per- 
formed by sprinkling. Because the words " carnal 
ordinances" intervene between the terms " wash- 
ings" and " sprinklings," Mr. Merril has taken the 
liberty of denying *that these washings, that is, bap- 
tisms, were intended by those sprinklings. He says 
that their sprinklings had a particular bearing alone 
upon those carnal ordinances.* Such wincing only 
evinces how severely he was pressed by the weight 
of the argument And in his seven sermons on bap- 
tism, page 44, he has given a different rendering 
of ^ixoawfAotfi tfapxof, carnal ordinances. He says, 
that the " liberal English" of this is, " the ordinan- 
ces of God concerning the ceremonial rites of bloody 
Eacri&ces." Where he finds bloody sacrifices in 
those words, I know not. Such translations prove 
that he is either ignorant of the Greak language, 
notwithstanding his degree of A. M. " or," to use 
his own language in reference to Mr. Prime, " that 
he intended an unusually flagrant imposition upon 
the community,"* that is, upon those who are una- 
ble to examine the original for themselves. 

For 3«xiaw.ac«fi is derived from Aocoiow, which sig- 
aifies to justify, or to pronounce one righteous. Its 
theme is Acwf, which signifies a law or command* 
ment. Hence Schrevilius has rendered ^««j^*a«t 
Jdandata Dei de exUmu ceremonm^ that is, the com- 

• aM.Cb.TtD.p.1St« 
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hmnda or appointments of God, concerning external 
ceremonies. Consequently the free or "liberal 
English,^' of dtxaiuit^wfi (fapxas is the appointments of 
God concerning the external ceremonies of the 
flesh, or more Wterdily, ordinances of the Jlesh ;• which 
ordinances were their sacrifices of flesh, offered up 
to God, and not their ceremonial cleansings perform- 
ed by sprinkling. Hence those " camal ordinan- 
ces'' were not intended by those sprinklings men- 
tioned in verse 13, as Mr. M. would have his readers 
believe. He has, therefore, most egregiously failed 
in his attempt to evade the force of the argument 
drawn from this passage in favor of sprinkling in 
baptism. 

Further, The design of " washing" is to purify 
or make clean. This was effected by the sprinkling 
mentioned in verse 1 3th. " For if the blood of 
bulls, and of goats, and the ashes of an heifer, sprink*- 
ling the unclean, sanctifieth to the purifying of the 
flesh.'' Hence it is evident that the baptisms men- 
tioned in verse 10th, were intended by the sprink- 
ling in verse 13th. Inverse 10th, Paul was speak- 
ing of the thing effected in these ceremonial cleans^ 
ings, namely, a washing; and in verse 13, he men- 
tions the mode by which those baptisms were per- 
formed, namely, sprinkling. 

The Apostle's object was to contrast the efiect 
produced by those ceremonial baptisms, with that 

«£sod«xxix. 14-^X<9T. ix. ll-^z.?L.9fL^Nuin.xJXK6^. 
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which is produced bj the blood of Christ, and fhere^ 
fore mentions their "diverse baptisms," namelj, 
those which were performed with water mingled 
with adies,*- and the several cleansings which were 
pei'formed with the blood of their victims. And all 
who are acquainted with their bibles know how 
these baptisms were performed,* Now the apostle, 
speaking of those " diverse washings," {baptisms^) 
which were under the Jewish ritual, with intent, as 
we said, to contrast their effect with that of the 
blood of Christ ; says, " For if the blood of bulls, 
and of goats, and the ashes of an heifer, sprink- 
ling the unclean sanetifieth to the purifying ^ (msJc- 
ing clean*) of the flesh ; how much more shall the 
blood of Christ — ^purge,"* by sprinkling,* "your 
conscience from dead works," Thus it is sufficient- 
ly evident that the apostle did mean those "diverse 
baptisms," by the sprinklings in verse 13, because 
by those sprinklings a washing was effected, and the 
more effectual washing by the blood of Christ sig- 
nified. 

y Again, he says : "And almost all things are, by 

the law, purged,"* made clean, " with blood."* 
Things are made clean by washing, and in the Jew- 
el Heb. iz. 19. 

b Ley. ix. IS—xiv. % 16, 27, 51— xvi. 14.— Num.Tiii. T— xhc. 
18fc 19. e I. Peter i. 2. d Heb. ix. 22. 

* The original word* here- used for purifying jLnd pai^gei b 
the same- which ii i^endered ^ clean," in John xiii. 10, and Ul 
Luka zi..S9i. 
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hh ceremoniesy they were washed with water tinged 
with blood — ^water mixed with the ashes of aD heif- 
er, and also with blood itself. Hence the saints are 
said to have washed their robes in the blood of the 
Lamb.*^ Besides, there were washings for a great 
Tariety of things and circumstances. Now all these 
washings the apostle calls baptisms, and then in- 
forms us how they* were administered, namely, bj 
sprinkling. Thus we again find that those washings 
which were performed by sprinkling, are called bap- 
tisms by the Holy Spirit.. Therefore, although our 
brethren may condemn and cast us off, for calling 
sprinkling baptism; yet we need not fear; our Fa- 
ther is on our side, and will justify us for so doing. 
And it were to be wished that a little more regard 
had been paid to the word of God, in ascertaining 
ttxe meaning of the term baptism. « 

6. Heb. X. 22. '' Having — our bodies washed 
with pure water." This has been pressed into the 
service of immersion., 

"I will mention,'^ says Mr. Merril, "a Greek 
word, which Paul repeatedly uses, as signifying the 
same thing as baptizo, and where he means, the- 
same thing ; namely, baptism. 

In Cor. vi. 11, Paul, speaking to the Corinthians^ 
of divers kinds of vile sinners, says. And such were 
tome of you ; but ye are washed, Sic, 

Eph. T*. 26. That he might sanctify and cleanse 
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k, (the church,) with the washing of water bj the 
word. 

Heb. X. 23. Let us draw near with a true heart, 
in full assurance of faith, having our hearts sprink<> 
led front an eviF conscience, and our bodies washed, 
with pure water. 

The Paedobaptists acknowledge that washing in 
these texts means baptism ; and I know not that anjr. 
of them deny it."* 

Now if he mean water baptism, then I do most, 
heartily and confidently deny it. For instance : ^' But 
ye are washed — by the spirit of our God." Will 
Mr. M « say that Paul meant water baptism in this 
place? Suppose he did. Then it would read thus : 
But ye are baptized .with water baptism, by the spi* 
rit of our God*. Who sees not the absurdity of such, 
a supposition ? But if he will grant that the apos- 
tle means the ^^ washing of regeneration," frequent* 
ly termed a baptism 'by the Spirit, th6n his system, 
of immersion, so far from being supported, is swept 
away by it* For the Spirit never comes down like 
a flood, but like the rain from heaven upon the mown 
grass.* 

Again ^^ that he might cleanse the church by the 
washing of water." Now let it be granted (which,, 
by the way, cannot be admitted,) that the Apostle^ 
meant water baptism in this text* Then sprinkling 

* Seven Sermons, seeond editiooi p. 23.L 
a Pfalmi Izxii. 6* 
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ift the mode* ^' I will sprinkle clean waver upon jam 
. and ye shall be clean."* But more of this by and by. 

Lastly, '^ Having our bodies washed with pura } 

water." It is very certain that Paul did not mean 
water baptism in this place. 

First, from the connection in which it stands. 
He is speaking of a privilege which none but genuine 
believers enjoy ; namely, that of entering into the 
Holiest by the blood of Christ.* They are " kingp 
and priests nnto God."^ They enter, not into the 
literal, but into the spiritual Holy of Holies which 
Christ has opened for them by his blood ; conse- 
quently, the washing mentioned in this passage, is 
spiritual, for it is by this washing that we are to en- 
ter in the Holy of Holies. Paul alludes to the cus- 
tom of the high pries t^s washing hi6 flesh pi*evious 
to his entering into the Holy of Holies.' But there 
was no immersion ;' for, in no part of the 
word of God are we informed. that there was a bath 
in the holy place, in which the priests immersed 
themselves when they washed their flesh.' They 
had a laver of brass standmg between the altar and 
the entrance of the tabernacle,* and must have stood 
near the door, because, there the priests were to be 
washed when they were consecrated to their office.* 
At this laver they were also to wash when they en«^ 

• Eiekiel zxx?i. S5. b Heb. x. 19. e Rer. i. 6. d. I^v. xtI. 4f. 

• Exod. XXX. la— 2U— xlii. 30^32. g Lev. zvi. 24. 
A JSxod. zxxviii. 8. h £xod .' xxix. 4— xl. 12«— it«v. viii. 2— tlt« 
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tered the tabernacle or Holy of Holies.' So aho 
sinners, when renewed, are, by the washing of re- 
generation, consecrated to be kings and priests 
unto God ; and when they enter into the holy place, 
their bodies are washed, that is, they are washed 
from their sinful pollutions in the laver of regene- 
ration, but not by immersion, as shall be shewn in 
its^place. 

Second, It is evident that the apostle does not 
mean the ordinance of baptism, becaase he has not 
I used that word in this place. It is a spiritual wash- 
^ ing, and is represented by the application of water 
to only a part of the body. For if any part of the 
! body be washed, the whole is said to be washed,* as 

we have sufficiently seen. So also, when water is 
poured or sprinkled upon the head, it may be said 
to be poured or sprinkled upon the body ; and the 
body may also be said to be washed by this ceremo-. 
ny, because the head is the most conspicuous and 
principal part of the body. Whether our authority 
for this declaration will be accepted by all our Bap- 
tist bi^ethren^ I know not. ' Such as we have, how- 
ever, shall be pix>duced. 

Matth. xxvi, 7, 1 2. " There came unto him a 
woman, having an alabaster box of very precious 
ointment, and poured it on his head as he sat at 
meat.'' Concerning this act our Saviour said: 
**^ For in that she hath poured this ointment on ny 

.* 

m £zod. zl, St. h Joba ziii* 10. 
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fcody.^' Hence the ointment which the Woman 
poured on our Saviour's head, was by him said to 
be poured upon his body : Yea more, he said that 
his body was anointed by it. " She is come afore*- 
hand to anoint my body."* Such is our authority 
for what we said above, and by it, we feel ourselves 
justified and supported by the head of the churchy 
in asserting that the body is washed (ceremonially,) 
when water is sprinkled upon the head, or is applied 
*o any partof it<. 

How Mr. Merrill could have the assurance to 
assert that ^' The Paedobaptists acknowledge that 
the washings in those texts," to which he referred 
^ meant baptism," I know not, especially if he 
meant water baptism, as it seems he did. In either 
way, however, he has gained nothing by his asser^ 
tion, except to impose upon his uninformed readers. 
For, his design is too apparent not to be perceived 
by every reflecting mind. And in truth it is too 
common for many of the Baptists to represent the 
Poedobaptists as believing contrary to theit* practice. 

6. That the baptism of the spirit is performed by 
'Sprinkling, is incontestible. " For, by one spirit 
are we all baptized into one body."* " For as many 
of you as have been baptized into Christ, have put 
on Christ."* Mr. Hascal, by his rendering of this 
passage says that we are immersed into Christ. 
This he says, no doubt to be consistent with him- 

• Mark xir. 3, 8. * 1. Cor. zii. 13. « Gal.iii.37. 



i. 



I 



78 

lelf. Bat be hat thereby fallen into a most glaring 
abeardity.* For, this baptism is, not only that act or 
operation of the Holy Spirit, whereby oar nnful 
poUotions are washed away, bat that also by which 
we are anited to Christ, and is sometimes compared 
with, or likened anto^ the well known art of en- 
grafting f which I have always seen performed by 
inserting one end of a scion, (when prepared for 
that purpose) into the stock, into which it is engraft- 
-ed. But Mr. Hascal has discovered a new mode of 
engrafting, namely, by plunging or burying the scion 
or branch into the stock. I doubt very much whe- 
ther such practice will succeed well. Neither do I 
believe it will be adopted by those who really un- 
derstand the art of engrafting. * 

His absurdities will farther appear by comparing 
two passages together as he has translated them. 
*'Buthe,'^ that is Christ, '^ shall immerse yon in 
the Holy Ghost." " For, by one spirit are we all 
immersed into one body."t Here is not only a two 
fold, but al^ a reciprocal immersion. The believ- 
er is twice immersed. First, into the Spirit by Ook 
Lord Jesus ; and then into the Lord Jesus by tiM 
Spirit. Thus they immei*se us into each other! Such 

a 1 Cor. i. SQ.-^J'olm xv^. 1—6.— Rom. ». 17— 24. 

* And this abiurditj Was unavoidable, if he would be cooMi- 
tent with himself. For, it is impossible for him, with his system, 
to navig;at6 safely between Scylia and Charybdis, iMODfisteoey 
and absurdity. He must wreck upon x>ne or the otlier. 

t D«finitbD of Bftpto, J^o. pp. 9, 1)^ 
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rendering is really too trifling for a christian, and a 
man of dignitj and sense. It opens the door also 
for the Unitarian blasphemy, the Infidel derisioni 
and is contrary to the Bible. Says the Lord, " I will 
pour out my Spirit unto you.^^* It is bt the Spirit 
that we are baptized or engrafted into Christ, not 
immersed or buried into him, but united to him, 
^^ rooted and built up in him.''^ as the branch is in 
the vine, or the scion i^ito the stock* And faith, the 
the result of this baptism, is the bond of union be- 
tween erery believer and his Lord. 

From this view of the subject, it is very clear that, 
when we are united to Christ by the Spirit, it is not 
by immersion ; there is no allusion to such a prac- 
tice. Neither is there any thing like immersion, ! 
when our sins are washed away by the Spirit. There 
is, indeed, a fountain opened^ for this baptism. And ^ 
in that fountain are we baptized or washed, but not 
by immersion. Is it a fountain of water ? It is 
sprinkled upon us.' Is it blood ? It is by sptink- 
ling.* Or, is it by the Holy Spirit that we are to be 
baptized ? It is by sprinkling like the rain upon the 
mown grass.* The Spirit is said also to be poured ; 
out, not in a flood, but like a plentiful rain. Thus 
we see that our Saviour : prinkles when he baptizes. 

Again, Paul says, that Christ gave himself for the 

«Prov. i.23. 6Co].ii.7. eZech. xiii. 1. dEzek.xxxTi.tS. 
— 4wiah 111. 15. < i Peter i. 2. — Heb. zii. 24. g Paalmi 
9t—4Ioi. yi. 3. 
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t:hurch, " that he might sanctify and cleanse it by 
the washing of water by the word." But in what 
manner does he wash her ? By immersing her into 
the water? Yes, by all means, say the Baptists 5* 
because none but professing believers who have 
been immersed, constitute the true visible church of 
Christ. Those who have been sprinkled do not be- 
long uiito her, although* they may have an interest 
and a place in the mystical church, yet they caA 
have no interest or place in the visible church of 
Christ, nor can they constitute any part of her, un- 
til they are immersed ; hence it follows that the 
church must be immersed, according to the Baptist 
theory. 

But what • does our blessed Saviour say to his 
church ? Hear it from his own mouth. " Then will 
1 sprinkle clean water upon you, and ye shall be 
clean." Here then, we learn from the head of the 
church how he washes her ; and he tells us it is by 
SPRINKLING, I do, therefore, preferthat church 
which is sprinkled, notwithstanding her contempti- 
ble* appearance in the eyes of the Baptists. And if 
Christ does not immerse his church, I shall not either. 
He baptized her literally with water, when she pas- 
sed, dry shod, through the sea oh dry land. But her 
enemies met with a fearful overthrow in the return- 
ing flood. <^ The sea covered them ; they sank as 
lead in the mighty waters." 

* Sm note C. at the md of the yolume. 
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Hence, if we are to follow the example which 
our Saviour has left us, we shall sprinkle in baptism, 
that the sign maj correspond with the thing signified. 
This mode also answers to the ceremonial purifyings 
or washings under the Jewish ritual. And thus^ 
finally we see that the term baptism, as used by the 
Holy Spirit,, does not mean immersion. 

I will here offer a few other considerations, wJiich 
in my opinion ^re not without force,^^ against the po- 
sition of the Baptists. Upon the supposition tliat 
immersion exclusively is baptism: The gospel dis- 
pensation has but little, if any, advantage over the 
Jewish. It is an undeniable fact, that cases do oc- 
cur when it would be fatal, if not impossible, t« ad- 
minister the ordinance by immersion. And is it 
worthy of God, to suppose that he would institute 
an ordinance in his church, which the subjects of his 
renewing grace could not receive in certain cases, 
or with which they could not comply under all cir- 
cumstances, without endangering ^tbeir lives and 
their health ? It has been frequently remarked by 
many of the Baptists, that no one ever took cold 
from inmiersion, and this passes off as a powerful 
aj^oment with many. A little reflection, however, 
would convince tham, that they who escape uninjur- 
ed, when injury might be feared, are not preserved 
because it is an ordinance of God, but because of 
the immediate attention and care whfch are bestow- 
ed upon them, to render them comfortable, and to 



c 



77 

prerent anj ctiI consequences. Persons who fall 
suddenly into the water, or even break through the 
ice, do not sufier anj evil consequences from it, 
more than thej do from immersion, if thej receive 
immediate and effectual assistance. Yea, instances 
have occurred when persons have suffered long from 
wet and cold, and yet have escaped uninjured. 

But it is not a fact, however, that no one ever 
took cold from immersion. I presume that even a 
candid Baptist will acknowledge that sickness, if not 
death, has resulted from it. I have known, at least 
L one individual, who suffered more from immersion, 

than the Jews ordinarily suffered from the bloody 
and painful ordinance of circumcision ; nor was this 
a solitary case, if credible testimony may be receiv- 
ed. The least that can be said of it, is, that in a 
northern climate, it is often attended with painful 
inconv.eniences, so much so, that I have known it to 
be deferred to a " more convenient season.^' Sure- 
ly, his attachment to his hypothesis must be more 
from prejudice than from enlightened reason, who 
will not allow that God would have a r^ard to the 
circumstances or conditions in which his people 
might be placed when they were in a suitable frame 
and state to receive the symbol of the baptism of . 
the Spirit ! ! ! 

From these considerations, it is evident that the 
glorj^s and mild dispensation of the gospel, has 
but little, if any thing, to boast (as far as baptism it 
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eoncerned) over that which was a joke too grier 
OU9 to be borne,* especially in a northern cUmater 
I know very well that many despise, yea, even ridi- j 

cule these considerations. But an air of contempt v 

and ridicule, with denials, will not be received by 

us as good and convincing arguments. They who 

i 

suppose that God, with all his wisdom and goodness, 
neither could or would appoint any thing but immer-^ 
fion to represent the baptism of the Holy Spirit, 
may well take heed how they deviate from it. 

Nor is decency less to be observed in the church^ 
I know that this also is ridiculed by many^ It so^ 
happens, however, that the Lord has great regard 
to decency among bis people, as every one will see, 
who reads with care, the institutions he gave unto 
them under the Old Testament dispensation. But 
it is a notorious fact, that in some places, scenes do 
frequently occur, on occasions of immersiop, that 
are revolting to modesty, and painful to the* finer 
feelings of delicacy. 

It is often urged as an ai^ument, and a cogent one 
it is too, that we must take up our cross, and there- 
fore we must be immersed. My only reply to this, 
is, that they who have no other cross but immer- 
sion, will find their cross too heavy for them here- 
after, they will not ascend very high with it. 

« A«tixT. 1,10. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

or ALLUSIONS SUPPOSED TO FAVOK IMHCRSTinF; 

1. Rom. vi. 4. *' Therefore we are buried witB» 
him, by baptism into his death ; that like as Christ 
was raised from the dead by the glory of the Fathery. 
even so we also should, walk in newness of life.^' 
The metaphor here employed, namely, '^ buried with 
Christ by baptism^'' can have no iillusion to his bu- 
rial in the water: For, it cannot be proved that he 
ever was buried in the water; and that he was not 
immersed by John, has been sufficiently proved*. 
Neither can it have any allusion (as to any mode in 
baptism) to his burial in the rock ; for, there is no 
proper analogy between a few seconds' burial in wa- 
ter, and ar part of three days in the cavity of a. 
K>ck. 

If we grant that there is an allusion to the mode 
of baptism in verse 4th, then we must also grant, 
that there is an allusion to the sign of the cross in-, 
baptism in verse 6th. Nay, if there be any allusion 
to a mode in baptism, then the Roman Catholics 
will have a better argument for the sign of the cross^ 
in that ordinance, than the Baptists have for immer- 
sion, as Mr.. Edwards has incontrovertibly shown. 

FuHhermore, the Baptists' allusion in this plaee 
to a mode in baptism^ is founded upon a grand mis-- 
take; namely, that baptism was intended to repre- 
sent the sufferings, death, burial and resurrection of 
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Christ. That this is a mistaken notion, is evident. 
First, from the fact that baptism, being a wash- 
ing, was intended to^ represent the cleansing opera- 
tions of the Holj Spirit, that is, the ^^ washing of 
regeneration." 

Second, from the fact that the Lord'is supper was 
expressly instituted for a memorial, and representa- 
tive of the sujBTerings, death, burial and resurrection 
of Christ. " This do ye, as often as ye drink it, in 
remembrance of me."** Thus it was for a memori- 
al. Again ; '^ For, as often as ye eat this bread and 
drink this cup, ye do shew forth the Lord^s death 
till he come." Thus it was a representation of hii 
death. But when there is a dieath, there is ordina- 
rily a burial, and with deaths that are violent, the 
idea of suffering, is inseparably connected. And 
such was the death of our Saviour, which we are to 
remember, not merely as a death, but as a sacrifice 
for his people ; which consequently was attended 
with great sufferings. Wherefore, when we shevr 
forth the Lord's death in his supper, we are also to 
remember his sufferings and burial in it, because, as 
we just remarked, a burial is ordinarily connected 
with, or consequent to, death. 

But we are also to shew forth his death till he 
come. Whence is he to come ? From heaven, 
where he sits as an intercessor with the Father for 
his people *, hence he must be risen from the dead ; 

a 1 Cor. si. tS. 
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consequently his resurrection and our expectation of 
his future coming, are also to be cepresented in the 
Lord^s supper. 

Now if the Baptists^ notion concerning the mean- 
ing of the ordinance of baptism be correct, then we 
shall have two ordinances to signify the same thing, 
which is inadmissible. Nay, baptism will not only 
signify the same thing with the Lord^s supper, but 
irill have a^ two 'fold signification, which is ftuperflu-^ 
ous. We, therefore, do reject the idea of its signi^ 
fying the same thing with the Lord's supper, name-^ 
ly, the sufferings, death, burial and resurrection of 
our Saviour, 

But, third : Baptism cannot represent his death ; 
for, that wA& upon the«cross ; if, therefore, the Bap< 
tists will represent bis <Ieath in baptism, they must 
join hands with the papists, and use the sign of the 
cross in that oxdinance. Neither can baptism rep- 
resent his buria^ for the reason above stated. 

The truth is, we are not to shew forth any mode 
in either of the sacraments, baptism or the Lf0rd'» 
supper ; but the things df which they are the proper 
symbols. Thus, in the Lord's supper, we are to 
shew forth hisileath as a sacrifice for sin, and con- 
sequently his previous aufierings and subsequent bu^ 
rial; also his resurrection : and our expectation of 
his future coming, as before observed. 

But in baptism, we represent the baptiinn of the 
Holy Spirit, or the washing away of our 9in in re- 
generation,, which is not by immersion, as we have 
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satisfactorily seen. The apostle^s allusion, therc- 
ibre, is to that \ihich is eiTected by the quickening 
operations bf the Holy Spirit, and not to anj 
mode. ^ 

It is also evident that he has no allusion to water 
baptisnf; for, he says nothing about being buried into 
water, but into death, and this death was effected 
by baptism, which could not have been the baptism 
of water, because all the water in the universe 
could not effect such a burial. He says, also, that 
they who have been thus baptized, walk in newness 
of life, which is not always true of those who have 
received water baptism. Neither do they rise out 
of the water, " through the faith of the operation 
of God ;"* but by the ariA of him who adminis- 
ters the ordinance. Hence it is manifest that it is 
not the sign, but the thing, signified of which the 
apostle speaks in this place, as also in Col. ii. 12, 
namely, the baptism of the Holy Spirit ; which term 
19 very comprehensive in its meaning. It includes 
the quickening influences of the Spirit, an4 those 
operations whereby He cleanses and unites us to 
Christ. 

Now by the quickening influences of the Holy 
Spirit, the old man or body of sin is slain, put off, 
and buried* This burial is, therefore, predicated of 
the old man, which is said to be crucified,^ that the 
^^ body of sin might be destroyed.^' Tb^se things 

M Col. ii. It, b Rom. yi. H^ 
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are spoken of, in allusioti to the manner and conse* 
quence of Christ's death, which he cal]^ a baptism* 
'< I have a baptism"* to be baptized with," said he^ 
" and how am I straitened till it be accomplished.''^ 
First, the manner of Christ's death* Wasjie cru- 
cified ? The converted sinner is crucifidB with him. 
Says the apostle, " I am crucified with Christ."* 
Had he great sorrow and suffering on account of 
those sins he bore ?* So has the penitent sinner, 
when his sin baptizes him.'' .Was Christ dead in his 
baptism ? The believer is dead with him,* aad die« 
daily .^ Was Christ buried ? The believer is buried 
with him into death. Thus, as the body of Christ 
was, in his great baptism, crucified, slain, put off, 
and buried, so also must our corruptions, metaphor- 
ically termed the old man,* or the body of the sins 
of the flesh,* be put off, or, to use the metaphor, 
the old man must, in this baptism, be crucified,"* 
sbin, put off and buried. But the living remaii^ 
unburied, his sins shall find a watery grave ;* but he 
shall be preserved " dry shod." Second : The 

a Luke xii. 50. b Gal. ii. 20, c 1 Peter ii. 24. d Isaiah zxi. 
4, see page 49. e Rom. vi. 8. g 1 Cor.xv. 31. h Eph. if. 2$. 
fcCoLii. 11. mGal.v.24. n Micah vii. 19. 

* Mr. Hascal professes to give a correct translation of all thoM 
passages in "vhich the word baptism is found. Yet I cannot find 
this in his pamphlet. I will, however, translate it according to 
his idea of correctness. ** I hav& an immersion to be immersed 
with.** Query — Did our SaviourV passioit constitute an ele- 
ment around on the out nie of his body ? 
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eons^qu^nce of ^hrist^s death, namelj, the destruc^ 
tion of death,'* and consequently his own and his 
^eople^s deliverance from it. For, as he was quick^ J 
ened bj the Spirit,^ and raised to die no rnqre,^ so 
bj the quickening operations of the Holj Spirit, or 
the baptism^of Christ by the Spirit, the new man is 
quickened, raised and brought into life, and then 
the individual, in whom this work is done, will truly 
^^ walk in newness of life." Hence we are said, not 
only to be buried together with Christ by or in bap- 
tism, but also to be quickened and raised together 
with him in it* 

And here I beg leave to ofier a few observations 
upon Col. ii. 12. ^^ Buried with him in baptism, 
wherein ye are also risen with Aim.'' This passage 
appears to be misinterpreted, even by some Psedo- 
baptists. Mr. Prime* says that " The relative pro- 
noun rendered wherein^ evidently refers to Christ, 
a^ not to baptisnr; and therefore ought to have 
been rendered in whom. This not only comports 
best with the context, but shows that the word Aim, I 

which iat supplied by the translators, was needless. J 
The passage will then read thus : Buried with Him 
in whom also ye are risen {or quickened) together.^ 
Now, although he has adduced some high and re- 
spectable authority in support of his criticism, jet 

a Hoi. xiii. 14. — 1 Cor. xr. $5; — Heb. ii. 14, 15. b 1 Pcttr HL 
18.— Eph. i. 20. e Rom. ri. 9. 

* 8m hli tnatiM on ehrutian baptifiD,in a noto, paj^o 267. 
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1 must confess that % cannot ado^t it If the learn- 
ed reader will cal^fuUj-and impartiallj examine the 
passage in ihe original, I do think that it if ill appear 
evident to him, that tiie pronoun avrw.exiwe8sed af- 
ter Suuro^evr^ must also be understood after th6 verb 
^ifwvrysg^^^, in order to perfect the', sense, which the 
apostle intei\ded to Express ; this ^Iso appears from 
the very libnstruGtion of the sentence. Besides the 
above criticism, seems t^ obscure tbe sense of the 
passage. '^Inwhomjfe are risen together?^ Here 
we are left to enquire, ^Hogether^^ with whom ? Is 
it • said with each other ? This surely' the apos- 
tle did not design to saj^ -For, no one rises from 
his spiritual death'by virtue of another's resurrecr 
tion. Or, is it ^aid, " together*^ with Christ? This 
doubtless, is true. But then will not the above cri- 
ticism put into the mouth of the apostle an awkward 
-expression, if not a needless repetition ? " In whom," 
that is, " in Christ ye are risen together with Christ." 
Lwould, therefor^, render the passage thus : " Bu- 

. ried with him iii baptiso), in which also ye. are ris^n 
with him." . For, it appears very evident that the 
apostle intended to teach the Colldsians that they 

• were risen with Christ in or by that £atne thing ; in 
or by which they were buried with him. For, to 
the Romans he says, we are l^uried by (Jia) baptism 
into death. Hence, as Christ was quickened and 
raised- from the dead by the spirit,* so also are the 

^ 1 PtUr iii; la. 



saints in this baptisA, quickened and rstijied Seem . \ 
their spiritual defiith, tc^ether wkh him by the same ; 

spirit.* And this is according to an ancient promi^, 
" Thy dead men shalj live, together with my dead ^ 

body shall they arise."* And . in reference to thift. 
. baptism, it may be said in truth, what ctould not be 
said of those who are t>uried in the water for bap- 
tism, that they who are 'blessed with it, 'do arise, | 
" through the faith of the operation of God,'' and 
that to a ^'newness of life.^' Thus it is as clear as 
the sun beam that the apostle has not the mo6t dis- j 
tant allusion to water baptisili in these passages. He * J 
is speaking of 'those things which are accomplished | 
in the baptism of the spirit, and we have before seen { 
how this baptism is said to be performed; and there- 
fore, neither could the apostle have any allusion 
whatever to any mode in watet baptism* And 
hence we find, that these passages, which the Bap- ' 
tists seize with such avidity, and with such an air of 
triumph, do utterly fail in giving*ahy supjport to the i 
system of immersion. . JNay,' if they support any 
system, it is that of sprinkling, inasmuch as spiritual 
baptism is said to be so performed. ^ 

However, if any Baptist brother will still adhere 
to his position, namely, that here is an • allusion to 
the mpde of water baptism, I beg leave to subjoin 
foi: his consideration, a few remarks in relation to 

« Eph. i. 19, 90-41. S, &.-.C0I. iii. 1. * b Iniah zxTi 10. 
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this raattCT, by Mr. Edwards.* Their superior ex- 
cellence and force is mj apology for iiAroducing 
them.' ^^ The apostle says, we direpldntedj that is, 
baptized in the likeness of his death., Now taking 
this for an alluMon to the mode of baptism, the argi»- 
ment for the sign of the cross will be iftcomparaUy 
stronger, than that of the Baptists for immersion. I 
say incomparably stronger; for, whereas it is only 
said in the 4th verSe (Rom. vi.) " We are buried with 
him by baptism ; it is said in this verse, (Rom. vi. !^) 
" We are, planted (baptized) in the likeness of his 
' death*' There is npthing about similitude mention- 

ed in their allitsiQn, but here the word likeness is ac- 
tually .used. The argument, tlierefore, in favor of 
the sign of the crpss will^ in the Baptist way of ar* 
guing, far outweigh tb&t in favor of immecsion. And 
how muoh soever the Baptists may despise that cer- 
emony, it is evidently better founded in the context 
tha^a their own. So 4;hat, if their argument from 
^is place be good in favor of Immersion, the other 
is far better for ihe sign of tiie cross,. Upon th« 
« whole, the examination <»f this plan convinces mg 
of- nothing. so much as this, that both the Baptists in 
. general, and myself t in particular, have been car* 
ried away with a mere sound of a word, >ei^en to th« 
neglect of the sense and scope lof the truth of 
. God." • * 

* Mr. Edwards on Bapti9m, SdAmerioan edition, p. 91. 
t Mr, Edwards Wat a Baptist preacher more than tea years. 



i 



3. 1 Peter iii. 31 • '\ The fike figure wfaereqnto 
even baptism doth also now. saye us/' This pas- 
sage has also been pressed into the service of im- 
mersion. It is said that Noah was diut up in the 
ark — the fountains of the. great deep were broken 
up from betew, and the waters were vpoured down 
from the heavens above ; so that here was a ^'type. 
of a burial,!' We reply that the apostle ma^es no 
mention of a burial, bat of baptism, which we have 
abundantly seen is not a burial, as some woubl have 
it. The type had no reference to. any mode in bap- i 

tism, but the thing signified by it, namely, salvation. i| 

For, as Noah and his family were saved through the ' ! 
flood, in the ark, in which ihey floated above Uie wa* 
ter ^ so baptism signifies; our covenant relation to 
God, and represents oiir salvation from sin^ and all 
its consequent evils, by tlie " washing of regenera- ^ 

tion.'' It is by the baptism of the Holy Spirit that 
we are saved from the deluge of God's wrath, and 
not immersed into the waters of destruction-* The I 

true type for immersion in this great event, can be 
found only among thoee unfortunate sinners, who 
could neither enter the ark, nor float above the wa-- 
ter, nor fiqda6afe retreat upon '^ dry ground." If 
Noah^s salivation by the ark were typical of a burial 
in, baptism, it was not of a wet, but of a dry one. 
It was not, howeVbr, typical of any. mode, but of 
that salvation which is efiected by the baptism of 
the Holy Spirit, and is .represented in water bap- 
tism. Yet if under water is the way to heaven; I 
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▼erily would be pleased to know it. It is trae, I 
would prefer sailing in the church above the water, 
with good old Noah, having no aversion to occasion- 
al washings and refreshings, from rain^ nor anj fears 
even in the.tempest) when the raging waves would 

^leem to threaten her with burial, if Christ were 
in ihe vessel.*^ Yet, if on her voyage to heaven, 
she must go under water, I certainly would be glad 
to know it. And would esteem the man my friend, 
who would show it by solid ai^ri^ent, drawn fi*om 
her chart or guide-book, the BIBLE. 

3. Acts ii. 2. ^' And suddenly there came a, sound 
fram he&ven as- of a rushing mighty wind, and it 
filled the whole house where they^vere sitting." An 
attempt has been made to prove immei*sipn froih 
this, place. The Baptists very gravely tell us that 
the Holy Spirit came down in -such rich profusion, 
that the whole room in which these disciples were 
sitting, was filled with it, and thus they were com- 
pletely buried in the spirit. To this we reply, that 
they do err most egregiously, when they tell us that 
the room was filled with the spirit. It was only the 
sound that fiHed the room, hence, if they were im- 

. mersed, it was only in the sound, as Mr. Edwards 
says. It is said that the Holy Spirit sat upon the 
disciples, and ^ to his influences of, operations, they 
were not external, on the out side of the body, but 
internal \ hence this passage gives no support to the 

a Mark ir. 39. 
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system of irnmcrsion, unless it be an immersion i» 
sound. 



CHAPTER Y. 

. ' ... 

- 

OF THE ADMINISTRATION QF BAPTISM^ JIECO^DED 15 

THE NEW TESTAMjEKT. 

This chapter we shall divide into two sections. 

SECTION I. 

Under this sectionjs considered that account oF 
baptism, in which mention is made of going down 
into the water : namely, that of the Eunuch. , 

Acts viii. 38. "And they went down into ther 
water, both Philip and the Eunuch, and he baptized v 
him.'' This passage, when critically examined in 
the original, and faithfully compared with other 
scriptures, as we are commanded,* ^o for from prov- 
ing immersion in baptism, it renders sprinkling the 
nfost probable. And even as it stands in our Eng- 
lish vei'sion, it affords no proof for immersion, un- 
less it can be proved that no one ever went into the 
water and came out of it again, without going under 
it. And if it proves the immersion of the Eunuch, 
it will prove the same of Philip. F.or, ihe act of 

a % Peter i. 20, ,with 1 Cor^^ii. 13. . 
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going into the water is as much affirmed of him, aa^ 
it is of tlie Eunuch.. 1 know, this is called a quib*- 
ble, but it is easier to cry quibble than to answer*. 
Besides, it affords a. convenient method of escaping, 
the force of a conclusion whicbcannot otherwise be 

avoided., n , 

• » 

But let us trj'ithe logic in the Baptist argument. 
They will have immersion to be baptisi^, and that. 
exclusively. We ask for proof: they reply, " Phi- - 
Up and the Eunuch went down into the water ;^' 
then ask, why did they go down into the water? 
Then infer, and I defy them to make it anything 
else but inference, that the Eunuch was immersed. - 
Thus, by a very convenient inference, they ar- 
rogate to themselves e;^clu8ively, the appellation of 
baptized christians ! We leave such logic for the -. 
benefit of those who need it. ' * 

Let us also try their consistency. When they de- 
niand of us proof for infant baptism, they will ac- 
cept of n<5thing short of an " explicit warrant," 
either by precept, you shall baptize infants ; or by 
example, they did baptize infanta. But when we 
ask of them proof for immersion, and that as the 
exclusive and positive mode, which of coure needs 
. a positive proof; they immediately have recourse to 
inference ! We will leave such inconsistency for 
those who cannot support thjeir system without* 
it. 

But, to return to the quibble, as it is called, by 
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way 6f Convenience. There are tvro circnmstances 
particularly mentioned in. this baptism. 
. First, their going into the water. 

Second^ Philip^ baptizing the Eunuch. 

The first is' the pivot upon which the system of 
immersion turns ; namely, '^ Philip and the Eunuch 
went down ihto the waten^^ • It is from this fact, 
that the immersion of the Eunuch is inferred. For, 
when we deniand proof for -immersion, they do. not 
refer us to the fact of Philip's baptrzing the Eu- 
ntich; but to the circumstance ^of their going down 
into the water. The reader is, therefore, request- 
ed to keep this circumstance singly in view j and'he^ 
will have it as much affirmed of Philip as. it is of 
the Eunuch ; consequently his. immersion will be 
proved as strongly as that of the Eunuch. For, if 
A. should affirm th?it W. and X. went both dpwn in- 
to the water, certainly B. could, with as much pro- 
priety, infer that W. was immersed, as C. to infer 
that Xs was immersed. ^ 

But the Baptists reply that Philip baptized the 
Eunuch. This, however, is deserting their argu- 
ment. For the argument is, "Philip and the Eu- 
nuch went both down into the water;" therefore, 
that is, because they went down into the water, the 
Eunuch was immersed. However, if they will de- 
sert their argument, and refer us to the fact that 
Philip baptized the Eunuch, their request shall be 
granted, and it affords us an incontrovertible de- 
monstration, that they are conscious of an inability 



93 . 

• 

to defend their supposition from the circumstance of 
going into the water. We. are,, therefore^ willing 
that thej shall have repodrse to Philip's baptizing 
the Eunuch. But before tjjey <:an tcceive any^tid 
from this fact, they must first prove 'that baptism 
means imnoersion exclusiyely, and that the Eunuch 
could not be baptized in any other Way. And this 
they cannot do, unless they prove that the term bap- 
tism is improperly used by the Holy Spirit. And 
should they attempt this, they would not succeed 
well with those wlio regard the authority of the Ho- 
ly Spirit, and understand what he has. said to the 
churdies. Thus -we see that they stand divested of 
theie. argument, and we are not so guilty of a'quib* 
ble as they at*first supposed. 

But it isf asked, W^y ^'^ ^^^7 g^ ^P^^ ^^ water 
for baptism ? This is jujst as we said, first ask, and 
then infer. Besides, the qi\estioh assumes for a fact, 
what is not granted, namely, that they went into the 
water for baptism, whereias .they . might have gone 
into it, merely fo¥ .cbnyenience. Hence let us al- 
so assume the- right of inference, and say that they 
just stepped into the water, in order to t>btain it more 
easily* To.saiy the least of this inference, . it is at 
well supported by this passage as it now reads, as 
that of the Baptist^^^if not better. 

But it is not granted that they did go into the wa-^ 
ter* Itmust he observed* that^Philip and the Eu- 
nuch were botK in the carriage, it was therefore ne- 
cessary ttiat they should get out of the carriage and 
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go down to the water ; and this , is all that can be 
proved: that they went only to, the water. For> 
thus it may be rendered, ** They both descended ta 
the water." Mr. M. i^very positive and bold in 
bis assertion thai they did go into the water. Bat 
this is no surprising thing ; for, when his arguments 
fail him, he muSt hate recourse to confident asser- 
tion- — ^he has no other way to sustain his system. 
And I do assert, in defiance of Ids criticism, that it 
eadnot be proved that they di4 so' much as wet their 
feet in the water. The "whol* weight of the aigu- 
ment rests upon the Greek preposition eis, which, 
alj.who know any thing of Greelg know to be dif- 
ferently rendered in difierent places. Although 
Mr. Merril knows tiiis assertion to be- true, yet he 
says itisnot'a '^ lite^ary"' one. I will briefly no- 
tice his renptaj^kstipon it, that the reader may see 
how his cause labors. *' It is, therefore, not a very 
literary declaration, for any one to asseit that Greek 
prepositions which occupy a particular station, and 
express a particular relation in a Greejc sentence, 
may, when the sentence; is translated, be themselves 
translated into one English preposition .as' well as 
into another."* Thus, he will not allow that 
" Greek prepositions— -in a- Greek sentence, may be 
translated into one English preposition as well as 
into another, when the sentence is translated." 
Now. let us compare what he sat/s with what he 

* Oof, Cb, ViD. p, 140. 
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d(fes. " With regard to the one," namelj) the bap* 
tism of the Holj Spirit^ *' every Greek scholar, who 
has attended to the subject, knows that it might be 
more literally rendered baptism rs the .Holy. Ghost, 
than WITH."* Here he has done that very tiring 
which he says i$ not literary. He has translated a 
Greek preposition ^' into one English preposition as 
well as another." ' This privilege he finds very con* 
venient for himself ux one page, and therefore as- 
sumes it ; but in "the very next, he finds it inconven- 
ient, and.hence he sharply reprimands it, and refuses 
to grant it to another ; and Ti^ell he may, for should 
he grant the p^Vileges Jxe takes; his system of ijii- 
mer£ion>' would soon be iihmersed. Surely, that 
cause f&ust labor greatly, which caiihot be supported 
without such inconsistencies.^ 

The passage to which he refers is in Mark i. 8. 
"Heshalh baptize you en wz^A the, Holy Ghost." 
Now I dp assert, that "every Greek scholar, who 
has attended to the subject," does not '" know that 
it might 6e more literally rendered baptized in the 
Holy Ghost, than with.1^ For, the Greek preposi- 
tion EN used in this place, is often used to express, 
by the word following, the meansy or zo^, by^ or 
in, which any thing is done*' Thus : " Shall I come 
unto you en wt<A a rod ?"• 'Now, according to Mr« 
M. this passage would read thus : " Shall I come to 

♦ Gof. Ch. Vin. p. 139. alCor.ir. 21. • 
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you in a rod P\ Who sees not the absurdity of such 
rendering? 

Although the "radical signification of en is in;'' 
yet it i^, not . always used in this ^eose by the-Holy 
Spititj who certainly knew how to select, words to 
express hij meanipg. . It is frequently used to ex- 
press the means, vM^lov inslrumentyiy or ta which 
an action is performed. And so was it employed by 
John j;he Baptist.^ Hence the passage is properly 
rendered, "He shall baptize you with the Holy 
Ghost." . 

It has been remarked!* that the "preposition em 
ismore'tban a hundred times in the. New Testa- 
ment rendered a^, — and In a hundred and ififty oth- 
ers, it is translated zoi/A." It is.sometime? rendered 
6^, as in 1 John v. G. Jesus came en by (not in) 
water and blood. Her^ en is used^to signify the same 
thing with diaJ which denotes the instrumental 
cause by, or the manner, in which a thing is done. 

Again^ if it be not a " literary declarjsitipn for any 
one to.assert that Greek prepositions^ — ^may, wTien 
the sentence is translated, be themselves translated 
into one English preppsition as well as into anoth-' 
er." V%y did Mr. M. make or " assert the decla- 
ration V^ An A. M.' ought not to make a declara- 
tion which he knows, and publicly declares, is " not 
literary*'' If** a Greek preposition which occupies 
a pai-ticular station and expresses a particular rela- 

* S«e Buck'i Theological Dictionary. 
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tioH in a Greek sentence,^' may not *^ be translated 
into one English preposition as well as into anoth- 
er," why did he taike the liberty of doing it ? Or, 
did he mean, that it was a ^^ literaiy'^ performance, 
when, done in defence of immersion, but unlawful 
and illiterate when done for the purpose of over- 
throwing immersion, as an exclusive system ? It is 
net very probable, however, that we shall acknow- 
ledge ourselves much indebted to him for privileges 
or letters. 

There are two remarks concerning the Greek 
preposition kis, which I beg leave to present to the 
reader. Whether they will be considered by Mr. 
M. as " literary" or not, I cannot tell. They are, 
however, found in a " literary" Grammar, used in 
some " literary" institutions. 

First, " Kis properly signifies at," (not into ;) but 
^his radical meaning is differently modified." 

Secondly, eis in composition, generally denotes 
into.* 

We shall now attend to the manner and difiereMt 
senses in which ms is used in the New Testament. 
"Philip was f^und Eis at Azotus.'^ " The disciple 
who outran Peter, came first eis to the sepulchre.^^* 
yet he did not go into it. Here we £nd that the ra- 
dical meaning of ms is not into. U is most gent- 
rally used in composition, when into is expressed. 
For instance, when it is said that Peter went into the 



* See Doctor Moor'n 'Greek g^mmar. 
a Act! yiii. 40. b John zz. 4. 
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tomb: Eisee/^&en* Eis, ^^he went into the BepuK 
chre.^'* Here we see that the preposition is used^ 
not only in composition, that is, in connection with 
the verb, but also singly — it is twice used to express 
Peter's going into the tomb. But when the other 
disciple, who outran Peter, is said to come to the 
the sepulchre, eis is used only once, and that singly, 
thus eellhen Eis. He came to the sepulchre. But 
when into is intended to be expressed, eis is used in 
a different manner, namely, in composition ; thus, 
ou jxevroi Eiscc//Acn, " yet did he not go tn," that is, 
into the tomb. Here is only a single use of the 
preposition, because the thing into which an entrance 
is made, is not expressed. But when the thing en- 
tered is expressed, there is a double use of it. I 
will produce another example under each of the 
above observations. First, when the thing entered 
is not expressed, %iserchomenos 6ui rris ^pa^, " He 
that entereth tn," that is, into the sfaeepfold, " by 
the door.'' Second, when the thing entered is ex- 
pressed : fA>i Eiserchomenos Sta rns hvpotg eis rrpt auXi|v 
ruv xs^f^a/rw. "He that entereth no^ by the door tn- 
to the sheepfold.* 

* For the benefit of those who do not understand Greek, and 
jet are capable of distinguishing^ between words and sounds ; 
the Gre«k prepositions in this chapter are printed in small ca|n- 
tals, and the verbs in italics ; so that the reader, even of mode- 
rate capacity, may the more readily perceive the force of the !«• 
marks upon them. 

< John xz. 6. 6 John z. 1, t. 
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UndTMrsityo: 

I will DOW present two parallel cases, wkJ^^Hifi^g, 
preposition eis is used in the same manner. ^^ He 
came eis to (not into) the sepulchre.'^ Thej went 
down EIS to (not into) the water* I will present two 
cases where not only the preposition, but the same 
words are used to express a going down to a thing ; 

Luke xviii, 15. KATe6ee eis rov oixov. " This 
man went down to his house.^' 

Acts viii. 38. KATebeesan eis « vSug, •* They 
went down to the water/' Now by what authority 
shall it be asserted that eis in the latter passage 
means more than it does in the former, unless it be 
the authority of immersiou, which will have no 
great weight with those who are regulated in their 
faith and practice by the " law and the testimony.'' 
But to present in a still clearer point of view, the 
weakness of the argument drawn from the passsge, 
in favor of immersion, I will compare two other pas- 
sages together : Eise//Ae eis, '' enter thou into the 
joys of thy Lord."* " Go thou eis to the sea."* 
Thus the reader, although he may not understand 
the Greek language, nor English grammar, yet If he 
can distinguish between sounds and words, may see 
how differently the preposition eis is used when to 
or into is expressed, and consequently how weak the 
argument for immersion is. It cannot be proved 
that Philip and the Eunuch did evengo iVi/o the wa* 
ter, much less under it. It is, indeed, auerted, bat 

« MatUi. xxr. %\. k Matth« xvii. tl. 

. . .-. y ^ .- 
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alas for our Baptist brethren, the proof is wanting. 
I shall now produce twelve difierent renderings of 
the Greek preposition eis, whereby the reader may 
•ee " h(m differently it is modified*^^ 

1. " Philip was found EIS a/ Azotus.''* 2. "Make 
not provision eis /or the flesh."* 3. "Saul' yet 
breathing out threatenipgs and slaughter eis against 
the disciples of the Lord.''* 4. " He loved them 
BIS unto the end."'' 5. "Attending continually eis 
tyan this very thing."* 6. " Some of the watch 
came eis into the city."' 7. "And bowed down 
their faces eis to the earth."* 8. " Believe eis in 
him."* 9. "Have fervent charity eis among your- 
selves.'"* 10. " The answer of a good conscience 
eis toward God."* 11. "And set him eis before 
them."* 12. "And put a ring eis on his hand, and 
shoes EIS on*^ his feet."** 

Thus we set how difTerently the preposition eis 
IS rendered, and consequently, how illy the system 
of immersion is supported by it. We shall now 
present ^ f^w more examples under the second re- 
markf which is, that eis signifies into when used in 

a Acti viii. 40. 6 Rom. ziii. 14. e Acts is. 1. d John xiii. f. 
f.Rom. xiii. 6. g Matth. zzviii. 11. h Lake xxiv. 5. k Jolm 
Tii.5. «i I'Peierir. 8. n 1 Peter iii. 21. o Acta xxii. SOi 
jiLaki»ZT.22. 

* According^ to Mr. M*t ^Miterary'' notion, this ought to be 
tnnslated thus : And put shoes tti/e his feet 1 It is not probable 
the son would have eonstdered such an oj^eratioa an act of 1pnd<*> 
net^oi^ aSfKtijm.: 
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composition. Or, in other words, when into is i«^ 
tended to be expressed, e%8 is ordinarily used in 
composition. They to whom it was first preached^ 
MM mseelthon entered not in,"* that is, they entered 
not into rest. Here again eis is used only once, be- 
cause the thing entered is not expressed ; it is, how- 
ever, used in composition. But when the thing en- 
tered, or its relative is expressed, it is twice used, 
once ki composition and once singly, preceding the 
noun or relative. Thus i^iselthein £is avnrfj *' some 
must enter therein."* Again, ^< if they shall niseicu- 
sontai eis enter into my rest."^ ^' Com6" BiseJ* 
thontes Eis ^'iVt/o my house."* If it were needful, 
a vast number of examples might be adduced, where 
SIS is used in composition, when into is intended to 
be expressed. But when not used in composition, 
it does not signify into. It does indeed receive such 
a meaning sometimes, from the connection in which 
it stands and the sense to be expressed, as in Matth. 
tv. 18, Mark ix. 43, 44* But in Acts viii. 38, there 
is nothing which can give it such a meaning, or ren- 
der such translation necessary, or even proper, un* 
less it be necessary to support immersion. The 
truth is, the more I have examined the Greek Tes* 
tament in reference to this matter, the more I am 

convinced, that the passage under consideration 

•» 

a Heb. ir. (L fee alio Luke xt. 59— Matth. laL 45. nf«b. 
IT. 3, 5— MarkJX. 45, 4&, 47'^MatUi. y. «0-^Ti. e^^Aota ix. 17. 
9 A«ti xvi. 16. 
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ought to be rendered, " They both descended to 
the water." 

If immersion was so absolutely necessary for bap- 
tism, as the Baptists will have it ; here was not on- 
ly the proper, but the necessary place to have ex- 
pressed into and out of^ by the double use of the 
prepositions eis and ek, seeing the evangelists and 
apostles have most generally done so in other places. 
And this Luke would have dmie, hadhe been a Bap- 
tist in the modern acceptation of the term. Know- 
ing that the radical meaning of eis was not m/o, he 
would have used it in this place in such a manner as 
to have precluded all doubt or dispute about their 
going into the water. He would have used it here 
as he has done elsewhere, when into was to be ex- 
pressed. I would further remark, that the verb 
BAiNO which he has used in the passage before us, 
could have been used in such a manner as to have 
established the fact that Philip and the Eunuch did 
absolutely go into the water, if they had gone into 
it. For, when he would inform us that our Saviour 
went into a ship, he employs the same verb ; thus, 
ENeiee eis, " He went," that is, he entered " into 
a ship."* Here he not only uses eis before the 
word ship, but also the preposition en* in composi- 
tion with the verb, which preposition, when used in 
composition, denotes in ; hence, by th^ use of thes^ 

* &•• rem«rka on xjf in pp. 95v 96^ 
a Luke riii. 22*. 
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two prepositions en and Eid he shows that our Sa- 
viour did actually enter into the ship. And again 5 
" He constrained his disciples,'^ EVibeenai eis '^ to 
gettWa the ship,"* consequently if it had heen ne- 
cessaiy to go into the water for baptism, he could ; 
and had he been a Baptist, he would have shown' it 
by the double use of those prepositions. But seeing 
he has avoided such a use of them, the fair conclu- 
sion is, that Luke was no Baptist, according to the 
modern sense of that term, or immerser, as Daniel 
Hascal would render it. 

But lest the expression " up ow/' o/* the water," 
may be thought to favor the idea of their having 
gone into it, it may be serviceable to examine this 
phrase also in tiie original. The preposition ek, 
used in this place, like the preposition eis, is subject 
to " different modiJicaiionsP When out of is in- 
tended to be expressed, it is most generally used in 
composition ; thus, " And when the devil" ek6/cc- 
thentos "was cast out,"* "Why could we not" 
%Kbalein " cast him out .^"*^ Here ek is only once 
used, because the noun or relative to which it re- 
lates is not expressed. But when either of them 
is expressed, ek is twice used. ' Thus, Exeelthe ex,* 
"comeoMf o/* him."*' "But those things which" 

jKKporeuomena ek " proceed out of the mouth, come 

fi 

oMark ▼!. 45. See Luke r. 3 — Matthv xir, 3!^— John ▼!. IT 
—Mark r. 18. 6 Matth. ix. 33. c Mark ix. 25, 28. 

* £k if •banged into ex when foUowed bjr a yowel.. 
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forth'* BK ^^fiom the heart."* If it were necesea- 
17, a multiplicity of examples like the above, might 
be a<ldiiced.* And not unfrequently \% apo (from) 
used in connection with er when oulq/* is express- 
ed ; thus, ^^ Let me," %Kbalo apo '^ pull out the mote 
out of thine eye."* 

But when ek is not used in composition, it does 
not ordinarily signify out of. It is so rendered some- 
times, as in John vii. 41 ; '^ shall Christ come ek out 
of Galilee." But there is no necessity of render- 
ing it out of; for, in the very next verse it is render- 
ed of; "Christ cometh ek of the seed of David," 
hence we might with as o^uch propriety read, "shall 
Christ come ek of or from Galilee." And there is 
nothing whicb^ can render the translation out of in 
ftie passage under consideration, necessary, unless 
it is the necessity of immersion. And therefore 
the passage may with equal, if not greater, proprie- 
ty, read thus: "And when they were come," or 
more literally "when they ascended ek /rom the 
water." This translation is justified by other pas- 
sages in which ek is and must be so rendered, as in 
John xii. 32. " If I be Ufted up ek from the earth." 
Leaving immersion out of view, there can be no 
possible reason assigned, why ek should be rendered 
•til of in the former place, B.ndfrom in the latter. 

» M«tth« KV. 8. 6: Mark zri..8.— MM A. xxu 39;— Joba xw. 
19.— Jamei iii. 10.— M»tth. Tii. 6.-*-Mftrk vii. 31. rMatth. rii^ 
4.-^L!iktt tiii. S»» S3, 36, W.-^J^t^ xiu. SO,. 
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Thus have we seen how illj the Baptist argument, 
in favor of immersion, is supported ; not only by 
the preposition eis, but also by the preposition £K. 
This account of the Eunuch^s baptism gives no sup- 
port to the system of immersion,. 

Yet, in order to exhibit the weakness of the ar- 
gument, which is rested upon these prepositions, in 
a still clearer light, I will here subjoin a few of the 
different renderings of ek in the New Testament, 
t. ^^ Doth a fountain send forth ek at the same place 
sweet water and bitter."* 2. " Then there arose a 
question ek between some of John's disciples and' 
the Jews.''* 3. " Grant mnto us that we may set one 
EK on thy right hand, and the other ex on thy left 
hand."* 4. ^'If ye were ek of the world — ^but be- 
cause ye are not ek of the world."' 5. " Now the 
just shall live EK iy faith."* 6. "And they were 
sore amazed in themselves ek beyond measure."' 
7. "And this voice which came ek from heaven."^ 
8* " For the bread of God is he which comethdown 
EKfrom heaven."* 

And now, from what we have seen above, it is ev- 
dent that the true rendering of ek, in Acts viii. 39, 
is not out of J hut from ; and consequently the pas- 
sage may, with greater propriety, be read thus : 
" And when they were come M^from the water."" 

« Jamet iii. 11. b John iii. 25. e Mark z. 37. d /oho xr. 
19. eHeb.z.38. irMurkyi. 6t. ii2 Pater i. 18. l;Jobi» 
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This completely removes the Baptists^ argument, and 
leaves not the least evidence in favor of immersion.. 
The assertion that thej did go into the water, is ut^ 
terly unfounded, and is contrary to probability, and 
therefore inadmissible. The more I examine into^ 
the manner in which these prepositions are used in 
the New Testament, the more I am convinced of the 
correctness of the above rendering. The truth is, 
if the learned reader will critically and impartially 
examine his Greek Testament, with an eye to this 
matter, he will find that this passage, so far from aid^ 
ing the cause of immersion, does actually militate- 
against it. Such has truly been the effect upon my 
mind. 

And now, if the Eunuch was baptized, and yet not 
immersed,^ it follows that he was sprinkled. And 
that he was sprinkled, appears very probable fronv 
the consideration, that baptism Js a ceremonial or 
symbolical washing ; which, according to tlie scrips 
tures, ought to be perfoimed by sprinkling. 

And are we left with no other evidence in favor 
of *our position, than that which is derived from the 
above consideration ? I think not. As satisfactory 
as it may be to every serious and unprejudiced in^ 
quirer after trath, yet the great head of the church 
has seen fit, for our comfort, toi connect some facts 
with this circumstance, which may effectually re-^ 
move every doubt, if any there should be^ from out 
minds, as to the manner in which this baptism was 
tdministeredt When Philip caooie to the Eunuch^ 
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)ie found him reading that part of Isaiah* which is 
t^ontained in the 7th and 8th verses of the 53d chap* 
ter. He was reading with the most profound atten- 
don, but could not understand what he read : where* 
fore PhiUp commenced at the same scripture and 
preached to him Jesus ; consequently, he must have 
commenced where this scripture commences, which 
is in the 1 3th verse of the 62d chapter. And here 
also the chapter ought to have commenced,! for the 
benefit of those readers who pay more attention to 
chapters, than they do to subjects. And in explain- 
ing this scripture, he would by no means omit such 
an important part of it, as th^t of the atoning and 
cleansing blood of Chriet. Here he could explain 
to him the meaning of that prophecy, which must 
have arrested the attention of this anxious reader. 
^^So shall he sprinkle many nations. ^^* Show him 
whence this expression was taken, and explain to 
him the ordinance of baptism, as symbolical of this 
internal washing by the sprinkling of Christy's blood, 
or, as it is in Ezekiel, by the sprinkling of clean wa- 
ter. And when the Eunuch undei*stood these things 

* Compare Isaiah liii. 7, 8, yrith Acts Tiii. 32, 33. 

t The Bible was not divided into chapters and Terses, in the 
days of the Eunuch. The division into chapters was made about 
the middle of the 13th century, by Hugo de Sancto Caro. And 
the division into verses was made by Mordicai Nathan, a Jewish 
Rabbi, about the middle of the 15th century* 

o Isaiah lii. 15. Sprinkle is also the meaning of the original 
Hebrew word. 



lie wished to receive this symbolical washing ; and, 
therefore, when he came to a certain water, he 
wished to be baptized, and having professed his faith 
in the Lord Jesus, PhiUp stepped out of the carriage 
with him — went down to the water, and baptized 
12m. 

Now, no solid scriptural or consistent reason can 
be given, why the Eunuch, after having read and 
understood these things, should deviate so much 
from the mode of that cleansing, mentioned in the 
prophecy, and receive the sign of it in a different 
manner, -a manner, too, which does not represent it. 
For, immersion cannot represent that washingwhich 
we receive from Christ by the Spirit, but sprinkling 
does, as we have satisfactorily seen. Nor can any 
consistent reason be assigned why such an expert 
evangelist as Philip was, should, in the face of the 
scripture before him, and other scriptures with which 
he was aquainted, adopt a mode of washing so op- 
posite to that mentioned in the scripture under his 
consideration, and administer baptism in a wsLy that 
<jould not represent the thing signified by it From 
these and the former considerations, it is reduced to 
a certainty, at least, in my own mind, that the Eu- 
nuch was sprinkled. 

As this text was the pivot upon which the system 
of immersion turned, I thought it needful, for the 
benefit of the unlettered reader, to give it a particu- 
lar, faithful and critical, and to the learned reader 
perhaps, a prolix, examination ; which being done, 



"^ 6nd ib^i it faiirlj deserts the eaose into ^hich it 
Was pressed^ and enters Intimately and fullj into 
the service of sprinkling. 

I beg les^e to subjoin in this place, one or two 
-extracts from the letters of William Ward, a Bap» 
tist missionary, from .which it will be seen that the 
Baptists are not agreed throughout the world. We 
have before seen thatihe Sabeans, who^rofpss to be 
the disciples, of John the Baptist, administer the or- 
dinance of baptism bj sprinkling ; the. same is also 
true of the Baptists, commonly called Menonites,"^ 
in Holland* Although they reject infant, baptism, 
yet they administer that ordinance by sprinkling and 
pouring as^ well as by immersion. 

" They reject," says Mr. Ward, " infant baptism, 
and refuse to commune at the Lord's table with 
those who administer the ordinace to children, un- 
less re-sprinkled.''t Again, " The solemn ordin- 
ance of christian baptism consists in an immersion, 
or in pouring water in the name of the Father, thf^ 
Son and the Holy Ghost."t 

V 

* They were called Menoaites after Menno who fintorg^anued 
them into a societj, A. D. >53B. 

t Letter 20th, to the Rev. Joseph King^horn. 

% Letter 2 1st, to the Rer. W. H. Angas. 
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Under this section are consideced those accbunff 
of baptism in which nothing is said ab^t going to 
or into any water. 

1. Acts xvi. 15. "And when she was baptized 
and her household." Il^othing is said in this place 
about going to the Water; nor had any come to thi« 
place for baptism. The apostles had,come down to 
the river-side for prayer, and the women had taken 
up their residerice there for a while, in order to sell 
their merchandize.. And Lydia, who was not a re- 
sident of Macedonia, had a house or tent of her 
own at the place, for her accommodation daring her 
stay. Now, to assert that Lydia was immersed, is 
to asseirt that which cannot be proved — -which is not 
only destitute of the least shadow of evidence in 
its favor, but also contrary to probability. For, it 
does not appear that there was any convenient place 
among the multitude who were there at the time, 
for changing her raiment ; and it does not become a 
christian to assert that they had no regard to decen- 
cy. The circumstances of her baptism must have 
excited the curiosity of many, and attracted a great 
multitude as spectators. Hence there conid be no 
changing of raiment where the ordinance was ad- 
miristered. Besides, they were Gentiles, who knew 
nothing of baptism — consequently it cannot be sup-- 
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posed th^t they had anj accommodltioni for tht 
changing of raiment on such occasions. 

And from the language of Ljdia, it is evident there 
was no changing of raiment in her house ; for the 
apostles, at hel* urgent request, went with her into 
her house, so that no changing of raiment could take 
place there, The putting off of raiment is men- 
tioned on occasions of less importance than bap- 
tism*' Hence ff .there had beei¥ any changing of 
raiment on this occasion, we might expect to be in- 
formed of it, especially when We consider the cir- 
cumstances att^iding thi^ baptism. From these 
considerations, immersion does, at least, appear im- 
probable. Certainly she would noit contini;ie in her 
wet garments ; and from ihe account which Luke 
gives of her baptism, together with all the attending 
circumstances, it does appear that Lydia had no 
place or opportunity for changing her raiment, 
which she certainly must have done, if she had been 
immersed. 

Andagstin, from her own expression it appears 
that sheand her household were at the door of her 
tent, when they wer^ baptized. She does not say '^ Go 
up with me to my house," but '• come in," as w© 
commonly speak to a person who is at our door. 
For,' when we are at a distance from any placj^, we 
ordinarily say, we go to it. But when we are at the 
place, we commonly say, we go into it. These dif* 

« Aeti rti. dft-'-xxt. Se.-<-8M tlio Jolm xitt.4, 
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ferent ideas are very elegantly expressed m the 
Greek language by the double or single use of the 
preposition. When our Saviour was going up to Je- 
rusalem, He said, ^' Behold we go up eis to Jerusa- 
lem/'* But when he came to the city, and had Al- 
tered it, it is said, '} And when he,'' m&eithmites eis 
" was come into Jerusalem."* Hence it does very 
evidently appear that Lydia and her household were 
not immersed. And this is'all I care to establish in 
this place ; namely, the improbability of immersipn* 
2. Actsxvi. 33. '^ And was baptized, he and all his, 
straightway/' Not a word about going to the wa- 
ter. From the context, it appears that this baptisin 
was administered in the place where the question 
was asked, "what shall I do to be saved?" which 
surely could not have been out of doors. It is » 
very unwarrantable and inconsiderate assertion, that 
the jailer took them out doors. For, what induce- 
ment could he have had to take them out at that 
time of the night 1^ Surely, not for baptism, because 
he knew nothing of that ordinance, when he sprang* 
in to them. Nor, is it reasonable to suppose that 
these discoufses of Paul and Silas were delivered to 
the jailer and his family whilst they were out in thQ 
street* The jailer would not have dared to tdke 
them out in the night, after having received silth 
striict charge to keep them safely. His life would 
go for theirs if they should escape. 

« Mattlu xz. 1 8. b If fttth. sd. 10, c«|i ftU« tmm It. 
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BesideSr these apostles absolutely refused to go 
out, when the magistrates sent to let them go. <^ Let 
them come themselves and fetch us out,'' said thej. 
ft is unworthy of the holy apostles, to suppose that 
they would act with so much duplicity, as t6 go out 
in the night, and then refuse to go out in the morn- 
ing. The jailer took them out of the dungeon, but 
not out of the prison house. For, he must have oc- 
cupied an apartment in the prison house himself. 
Because the place in which he lay was so sitikated, 
that he could see the door of the prison-room, and 
that the prisoners could also see him. For, when 
he drew his sword, Paul saw it, and calling upon 
him, safid, " do thyself no harm." The jailer thcjn 
sprang in and took them out of the dungeon into the 
hall, where he was instructed in the way of salva- 
tion, and baptized, together with his family, and then 
took them into his own apartment, and refreshed 
them. From these considerations, the idea of 
their going out of tlie prison bouse is inadmissible, 
and immersion improbable. 

There have been several suggestions by the Bap- 
tists tpncerning this baptism. Some have furnished 
the jailer with a pond of water in his yard. Others 
with a stream running under the jail, and others 
with a bath in his house. We reply, that their in- 
ventions prove the poverty of their argument for 
immersion — their division in sentiment, the anxious 
uncertainty under which they labor. Queries : — 
Where is the evidence that there w^as sufficient wa- 
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ter^ near at hand, for immersioa ? And if there w^re^ 
where is the evidence that they went to it, at that 
time of night ? And how shall they, who assert, 
that they did go out jto the water, account for the 
duplicity of these holy apostles ? Again, if there 
Was a bath in the prison ? We wish to be answered: 
to these questions. Where is the evidence of such 
bath ? Why is there such a division among the Bap- 
tists about the circumstance of this baptisQi ? How 
is it that the knowledge of this bath is hid from sov 
many, if there be any evidence that there was Sb. 
bath ? And if there be no such evidence', why ir^ 
the assertion made ? And if there be any eviden^ 
c^s, where shall they be found? For what purpose 
were these baths in. the prison ? For, these were 
heathen, who kn^w nothing about the baptisms of 
the Jews. And we have s»een what kind of baths 
the Jews bad in their houses' for baptisms, that is,, 
such of the Jews as had them*- And we have also, 
seen that they were not large enough for immersion. 
If the jailer was immersed, I would really like to 
see; at least, some probability in its favor. If nothing 
but immersion were baptism, we, doubtless, would 
have seen something in confirmation of it. 

A.few observatio4)s upon Mr. Pengilly's certainties 
and probabilities^ for immersion. " It is certain^ the 
river Strymon, to which the people were accustom- 
ed to go for purification^, was near; and it is highly 
probable^ therfe were nwiny places much, nearer, if 
not in thejailer^s own premises*— that would most 
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eommodidiislj admit of the ordinance in thisform.'^ 
Now observe, 1 . '^ It is certain the river Strjmoiv 
was near." Near to what ? To the jail ? So ii 
appears he meant to be understood* How certain, 
ttiis is, the reader may know by exanyning. The 
jail was in the city of Philippi ; but the river was 
out of the city^ and so far from it, that the apostles 
went to it in order to be undistarhed in their devo*^ 
tions by the citizens on. the Sabbath day. Conse- 
quently, however near it wag to the city, it was too 
far for the jailer to go with safety in the night with 
his prisoners. 2. The "people were accustomedl 
to go to this river for purification.'* Two things 
are here asserted which need proof. First, that, 
these heathen were accustomed to purifying cere- 
monies ; second, that they went to the river for this 
purpose. That many went to the river for the pur- 
pose of bathing, is doub{less true ; but n^t for puri*- 
fying. If these heathen^had any customs of puri- 
fying, they were very far from going to any river,, 
pond or bath, for such purposes, if we ar« allowed 
to take our evidences from .the Bible. If the read-, 
er will examine the second chapter of Esther, he- 
will find that there is no intimation of immersion in 
the purifyings that prevailed among those heathen. 

But this certaintv about the nearness of the river 
was not sufficient proof in Mr. Pengilly's own mind 
for immersion ; he, therefore, resorts to probabili-. 
ties. " It is highly probable, there were many plai- 
ces much nearer, if not ip the jaiUr^s own premis- 
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©«.'^ And tbufl, between things wliich are certain in 
his own estimation, and things that are probable, he 
has establi^ed his position, the jailer was immersed. 
But alas, the scripture evidence is against him ; his 
certainty forsakes him, and away goes his exclusife 
claims! 

3. Acts ix. 18.— xxii. 16. Paul " arose and frat 
baptized." Neither is there any thing said about' 
this baptism, which can possibly be construed so aa 
to render immersion even probable* But the con- 
trary ; namely, that he was baptized by pouring or 
siv'inkling, appears evident. It is the only natural 
inference which can be drawn from the expression, 
be arose and was baptized. It very evidently ap- 
pears, that he was baptized in the place where he 
stood. ' Although this passage affords no positive 
proof for sprinkling, yet if we exclude our own sur- 
misings and conjectures, arid take it as it stands up- 
on the sacred pages, it does evidently appear (hat 
Paul was not immersed. It b sufficient for us4hat 
he arose aYid was baptized. 

4. Acts X. 47. ^'Cian-any man forbid water that 
these should not be baptized?'^ 'This is by no means 
the language of those who go to the water. It 
would be altogether useless to call for water, if it 
were necessary to go to it for baptism. Concerning 
this baptism, Mr. Pengilly says : " We are only to 
infer, they were baptized in the usual way, accord- 
ing to the example and command of Christ."* The 

* Bm Peng^illjr on this place. 
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" usual way" was by immersion, he says. We how- 
ever deny that this was the- " usual way." And if he, 
or any of his hrethrenj can prove by the scripture* 
that baptism w?is evi^r once so p^rfonned^ I invite 
them to the task. Neither is it a scriptural asser- 
tion, that immersion was either the example or com- 
mai^d of Christ. We have before shown that his 
baptism was neither by immersion, nor for our ex- 
ample. • And as to its being a command of Christ j 
this is founded upon the unfounded assertion^ that 
baptism means immersion, which the Bible says is 
not true. But asjie leaves us to " infer" that they 
were immersed, we may, with as good a grace, " in- 
fer" that they were sprinkled., Some .have said, 
that there were baths in their houses ^ suppose there 
were, and it is only a supposition or assertion, at 
best, what evidence have we that these were im- 
mersed ? Upon thU supposition Peter would not 
have called for water, but would have applied for 
the use of a bath. Immersion in this instance must 
be supposed, asserted or inferred from the supposi- 
tion or conjecture that they had baths. And thea, 
the argument for imtnersicm will stand thu^ : 

First, an assertion or conjecture, they bad baths^ 
in their houses. Then, 

Second, and inference, and that without the least: 
evidence for its truth, that they :iv.ere immersed. 

Here, then, the system of immersion rests upook 
inference from a mere assertion or conjecture ! ! I 
W^ leave such kind of j^rooC Cor m esiLplu^ive sys^ 
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tern to the judgment of the wise. Queries : For 
what purpose were these haths among the heathen T 
Where is the evidence that there was a hath in any 
house, much less in every house ? We have alrea- 
dy teen what kind of baths there were among the 
Jews, for baptism.* But it cannot be said with a 
good grace that even these were among the hea- 
then*. 

5. Acts xviif. 7, 8. " And^many of the Corinthi- 
ans hearing believed, and were baptized." As usu-" 
al, not a word about going to tbfe water. The bap- 
tism mentioned here, was administered to Gentiles ; 
and to appearance it was in the house. Nothing , 
can be. drawn from this passage, which can render 
immersion even probable. But if we take into 
consideration the meaning of the term baptism, as 
used by the Holy Spirit ; and the perfect silence 
about going to mny water, it will appear evident that 
this baptism waa administered in the house. Que- 
ry : If immersion was so absolutely necessary for 
baptism, how comes it to pass that we - have not a 
single record -of any going to the water for that pur- 
pose? Am I reminded of the Eunuch ? It so hap- 
pens that he was on a journey, and did not direct 
his course to it for baptism. He came to it as he 
was pursuing his journey, and sLt^i time when he was 
in a propel state, and frame to receive baptism* 
From the examples We have before us, it is very cer- 
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tain, that we should not have heard any thing about 
his going to the water, had he been in a house, or in 
a prison. 

Am I reminded of Ljdia ? Urifortunately for the 
Baptists, however, she had not come to that place 
for any religious purpose whatever, but for trafic; 
and even ia her case, there is no .evidence of her 
going^to the river, as near as she was to it.* It is 
really singular an4 unaccouQtable, how any man, or 
set of men, .can set up for an exclusive system, when 
so destitute of excluding materials to support it. 

6. Acts iii 41. " Then they that gladly received 
the word were baptized : And the same day there 
were added unto them about three thousand souls." 
This is the sixth instance of baptism, where nothing 
is said about going to the water, nor any thing said 
which can render immersion even probable. And 
now I again ask — and O that I could j^tain a ration- 
al and consistent answer — if immersion was esteem- 
ed of so much importance by the apostles, as it is 
by the Baptists, how is it |)ossible that they should 
have observed such profound silence concerning 
it? Ovy should have left the history of those 
baptisms so perfectly destitute of any evi- 
dence in favor of inimersion ? The Baptists in our 
day do not leave the history of their baptisms so 
destitute of any evidence in favor of immersion. In 
the accounts given by their missionaries, and fire- 

*Smpp.iio, lis. 
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qtieatly by their ministers ^t home, concerning ib^ 
administration of that ordinance, we generally find 
some pnequivocal evidence in favor of their prac^- 
tice. In the accounts of bl certain Baptist mission^- 
ary, 1 find the following statement relative to the 
adiministration of this ordinance : " We ihtn pro^ 
ceeded to a larg^ pond in the vicinity^ the bavJc of 
which is graced wifh an enormouse image of Gonda^ 
ma, and there administered baptism Jo thefrst Bur^ 
man convert?^*^ How*unequivocal is this testimOnyJ 
Could we find such accounts! in the New Testa- 
ment under the christian dispensation, of their re- 
tiring from their place of worship to some body of 
water for baptism, the question would be yielded at 
once in favor of the Baptists. 

If indeed, the meaning of the term was, what the 
Baptists would have it, namely, immersion exclusive- 
ly, and had been invariably used by the Holy Spirit 
in that sense, then truly there would have been no 
need of saying any thing about going to the water, 
or any thing else concerning the mode ; for the term 
itself would have^ been suflScient. But we have suf- 
ficiently shown, what has been proved many times 
before, that baptism is not immersion, but a wash- 
ing ; and is used by the Holy Spirit for those wash- 
ings which were performed by sprinkKng. Which 

* M«moiri>f Mrs. Jadson, 3d edition, p. 152. 

t CTertainly the Holy Spirit who indited the scriptures, knew 
whfeit to leave on record es e ^de for the ehUroh in all eget. 



J 



Consideration, together with the iniaikner in which 
{ these baptisms are recorded, is sufficient evidence 

that no immersion was practised. 

Before I proceed to the discussion relative to the 
f mode of the baptism mentioned in the passage be- 

fore us, 1 beg leave to premise a few things. I have 
often been grieved with the urihaippy* division of the 
scriptures into chapter and verse. Because too 
! many readers, who are controlled more by these di- 

i visions than by the matter, often lose sight of the 

Connection in n'arratives and of one truth with ano- 
1 ther, land so are leS into error. If the reader will 

domitiencfe .with thie 2d chapt^^ of the"* Acts, and 
read to the 5th verse of the 4th chapter, and care- 
fully observe the connection in the narrative, I think 
it will appear plain to him, as I think it does to me, 
fliat the events recorded in the 3d chapter, and to 
tire 4th verse inclusive df the 4th chapter, transpir- 
ied onthi? same day in which Peter addressed the 
multitude as recorded in the 2d'chaptet. 

The Acts of the apostles were written by Luke, 
some years after the events he records occurred ; 
and therefore, after he had mentioned the effects of 
Peter's sermon, and the addition of the three t^iou- 
sand to the church, he could with great convenience 
and propriety, break off from the thread of his his- 
tory ", and inform his readers, what was the life and 
practice of these disciples, and then again resume 
the thread of his history. And this, it is very man- 
ifest, he has done from the 42d verse to the end of 

11 
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2d chapter. For, the narrative with which he pro 
ceeds in the 3d chapter is manifestly connected with 
the 41st verse of the 2d. " Now,'' as if he would 
say, " now" after these were baptized and added 
to the church, and " the hour of prayer being the 
ninth hour," having arrived, " Peter and John went 
up together into the temple" for prayer. And then 
he goes on to the 4th verse inclusive, of the 4th 
chapter, with events which occurred that £ame 
day. 

This digi*ession from the relation of events as 
they occurred in the order of time, to introduce oth- 
ers which had a posterior occurrence, is elsewhere 
practised in the scriptures. Thus Moses, in Gen. 
xlvii. 27, breaks off from the thread of his narrative, 
to introduce a short account of Jacob's living and 
dying in Egypt ; and having done this, he resumed 
his narrative again in the 48th chapter, and goes on 
to the 50th chapter with events which occurred an- 
terior to the death of Jacob. The reader will 
doubtless acknowledge that the narrative with which 
Moses proceeds in the first verse of the 4Bth chap- 
ter is connected with the 26th verse of the 47th 
chapter. And in Numbers, he commences the first 
chapter with those things which were done in the 
second month of the second year, and continues 
with these things to the end of the 8th chapter, and 
then breaks off from the thread of his narrative, and 
introduces other events which occurred before that 
time, namely, in ibe first month <>f &e second year. 
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This he continues to the 11th verse of the 10th 
chapter, and there resumes the thread of his narra** 
tive again. 

From the above considerations it will appear, that 
the immersion of these three thousand was impossi- 
ble ; because it was the third hour of the day, that 
is, nine o'clock in the morning, when Peter arose to 
address the multitude, and at the ninth hour of the 
day, which was three o'clock ia the afternoon, he 
with John went into the temple for prayer ; and 
thus the period of time in which this sermon was 
preached — the three thousand converted, baptized 
and added to the church, was only six hours ; and 
there were only twelve* to administer the ordinance. 
Now, if we divide the three thousand among the 
twelve, there willjje two hundred and fifty for each 
one. And then suppose that each should immerse 
his two hundred and fifty at the rate of thirty in an 
hour, it would require eight hours and twenty min- 
utes to finish the work*. Hence the impossibility of 
immersion. Yea, more ; it would be impossible to 
finish the work in that time. No ordinary human 
powers would be adequate to the task. A man's 
strength would utterly fail him before he had finish- 
ed such a work. Nor is it believed, that one unas- 
sisted could immerse thirty in an hour. The time 
fi>r receiving, immersing and returning the subjects 
would occupy more than two minutes for each one* 

« Compaire Mutth. zi^viii. l(i-^19«withA«tiuSS^-4|i9« 
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And finally, no OFdinaiy human being could immerse > 
t^o hundred and fifty in one day, should he even be 
able to immerse thirty in one hour. 

In order, however, to expedite the business on 
this occasion, and to accommodate these disciples^ 
some have introduced the seventy* whom our 
Saviour commissioned to heal, for their assistants. 
Qc^re this can be re<:eived as truth, two things 
must be proved : 

First, that the seventy we^e commissioned to 
baptize. There is nothing on record in the Book 
we receive as the standard of our faith and practice, 
from which such commission may even be inferred. 
And it does not become a christian to be wise above 
what is written. And had they been commissioned 
to baptize, it could not be admitted as proof that 
they had such authority at this time; because we 
have befojT^ seen that the^ baptism .administered pre- 
vious to the deaths of Christ, was not the christian 
ordinance of baptism. Consequently, before they 
could have any, authority to baptize under the new 
dispensation, they, woiild have to receive a new com-? 
mission, after the old . dispensation was abolished. 
For, thus it was with the disciple3 : they were com- 
missioned to baptize under the old dispensation.^ 
Yet, when our Saviour instituted the new dispensa- 
tioQ, he commissioned them again, and them only, 
a| will appcar.by comparing Matth..xxviii.,16--T2€t» 

C Lul^t^ It. 9. &. John ir. 2< 
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Mark xvi. 14 — 18, with Acts i. 23 — 26. Hence it 
is very certain that the seventy were not commis- 
sioned to baptize ] if we are allowed to take the 
Bible as the oaly standard of our faith and prac- 
tice. 

Second : it cannot be proved that they were pre- 
sent on this occasion ; for, there is no mention made 
of them. If they were present, they were present 
only in the capacity of private individuals, and not 
in the character of apostles or evangelists, or as as- 
sistants to the disciples ; for Luke is very cautious 
in guarding us against such inventions or conjectures 
of men, when he informs us that Peter with the 
eleven stood up. It is really surprising and marvel- 
lous that such a great man as Doctor Gill was, should 
so gravely tell us that the seventy were present on 
this occasion to assist, when Luke is so explicit in 
telling us there were only twelve. " Peter with the 
eleven." Nar is there any intimation that the sev- 
enty, or any of them, took any part in the ministra- 
tions of the sanctuary under the gospel dispensation. 
From the above considerations, we do assert, that 
there were only twelve to administer baptism on this 
occasion. But it was impossible for twelve to im- 
merse three thousand in so short a time, the Bap- 
tists themselves being witnesses, or they would not 
wish to introduce the seventy as assistants. And 
therefore they were not immersed. 
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CHAPTER VI. 

6r AtfLUSIOSS WHICH FAVOR THE PRACTICB OT AP-^ 
PLTINO BAPTISM TO THE FOBEHEAD*. 

Rev. ix. 4. " But only these men which have not 
the seal of God in their forehead." These were 
those who were given over to the power of the de- 
stroying locusts. From this it appears that there 
were some who had this seal upon their foreheads, 
and consequently were not to be involved in ruin* 
However ungracious the term seal may be to some^ 
yet I cannot relinquish its use, as long as circumci- 
sion is called a ^^ seal ofthe righteousness of faith," ^ 
and while baptism contirtues to lAgnify the same spi- 
ritual benefit with circumcision, and to occupy its 
place. Now it appears that this seal, namely, bap- 
tism, was applied to the forehead} from the allusioa 
in the passage before us. 

This seal of God in the forehead is a figurative 
expression, and denotes the cleansing, sanctifying 
and quickening operations of the Holy Spirit where* 
by we are sealed unto God/ But this sealing 
operation of the Spirit, is signified or represented ia 
baptism. There does, therefore, evidently appear 
to be an allusion in. this figure to the visible aui^ 
public sealing of the servants of God by baptism^. 



whereby thej are publicly declared to belong unt«» 
&e Lord** And as this seal is said to be in their 
forehead, so it does appear that its symbol, namely,., 
baptism, was applied to that place. Upon thi^ 
passage, Witsius* has the following remarks: ^^In 
much the same manner, believers being sealed by. 
God, with the efficacy of the flaming spirit^ and a.^ 
truly indelible and never fading character, do at the 
same time,, bind themselves by an oath to be faithful 
to God, as soldiers to their General. For while 
they profess themselves to be God's,, they also give 
themselves up to bis service alone : Whose I am, 
and whom Fserve,''^ said Paul. But this profession 
is signified and publicly made by adults, in baptism,, 
whereby they are visibly sealed as the Lord's ser- 
vants. And beli^ing parents, when they present 
their child for baptism, do thereby make a public 
dedication of it to the Lord. It does, therefore, 
appear very plain from the allusion in the passage 
before us, that this sealing ordinance was applied to- 
the forehead, 

I know it is said by some, that here was an allusion 
to a custom ainong some heathens of pressing upon 
servants the mark of their masters — upon soldiers, 
the mark of their generals, and upon religious devo- 
tees, the mark of their deities to whom they were 
devoted. This may be so; but surely I see no.^ 

. a Rev. vii, 3. bA^is xxvii, .23^. 
* (Sooaomjr of the cor^ants, BoQk2d,ch. IS, m«. 11;. 
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beaatj in ftuch an allusion, nor anj propriety in^ 
going to the heathen, and perhaps to a cruel custom, 
for such an allusion, when there was a sealing ordi^ 
nance in the church which did exactly represent 
the sealing operations of the Holy Spirit. 

The saints are also said to have the " Father^! 
name written upon their foreheads."^ This is the 
impression of the seal by which they are sealed, * 
^which is the woric of the Holy Spirit,* and is repre- 
sented in baptism when the Father^ s name is called 
upon them ; and to this James alludes when he 
says : " Do they not blaspheme that worthy name 
which is called upon you."'*^ — "By which ye are 
ealled,'' it is in our English version* But if the 
learned reader will turn to jt in the original, he will 
soon see that the rendering we have given it is the 
correct one. It also corresponds with what he says 
in Acts, " Upon whom my name is called.''* Having 
this name written upon the forehead signifies also 
an open profession of his name. Now this name 
is called upon us in baptism* And how beautiful 
and exact is the correspondence between the allusion 
and the application of baptism to the forehead, 
whereby the thing intended by those allusions, is 
represented ? 

Oar Baptist brethren may perhaps tell us that 
these oppressions are metaphorical^ and therefore^ 

a Rer. xit, 1 1. 

* Rev. vii, 3, 4^— 1 Cdf. »¥, 49,-2 Cor. iii, 1 ar-Col. iii, 10. 

c Spb. It, 30. d James iir vii. t Acts xv, l?,-— Amos it,. \%», 
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afford no argument in favor of our position. It iai 
our satisfactiofij however, to know that the Holy 
Spirit never employs a metaphor without a meaning, 
nor alludes to that which has no existence. Neither 
have we adduced these metaphors or allusions as 
positive evidence in favor of sprinkling, but as very 
strongly favoring the practice of those who apply 
the symbol of those spiritual and saving benefits to 
the forehead* 

And here we rest, the arguments in favor of 
applying baptism to the forehead by sprinkling. 
More might be said; but they who will not telieve 
the great cloud of indisputable witnesses which has 
already appeared, would not believe " though one 
should rise from the dead." 

F.IJIIS. 



NOTE B.— See Page 17. 

With what propriety the moral law is said to be this schooK. 
master, as it frequently is, I know not. For when I examine it, 
without any reference to the gospel, I cannot find the least 
encourag^ement in it to look for a Saviour. And when I g^o to 
mount Sinai, ^nd see it covered with smoke, lightnings, thunder- 
ings and moving with awful .quakings.at the> promulgation of this 
law, and the children of Israel treqU^lipg at the sight, I can see^ 
no intimations of a promised Saviour. I find it to be, what the 
Apo3tle calls it, a mjtnistration of death. Z Cor. iii, 7. 

Ther^ is, however, a convenient n^ethod adopted, in order ta 
show that this law does l^ad us to Christ : Namely ; it teaches ua. 
QUr Fvioed condition, and consequent need of a Saviour. This I. 
freely. acknowledge; but does.itj^ve. the least intimation that, 
there, is such a Saviour, and that G^d can: be gracious to uit^ 
through him .' If it does, how came itto pass that Adam did nolb 
|;n0W this ? Had he known it, h^ wpul4 not have been driYen, 



by such hopeless fear to hide himself among the trees of th< 
garden as he did. He must also hare found it to be the ministra- 
tion of death. 

If the reader will examine the passage with a careful and 
impartial eye ; he will readily perceive that it is not the moral 
but the ceremonial law. For it i» said that we are no longer 
under this schoolmaster since faith, that is, Christ, who is the 
object of faith, has come — See Gal. iii, 24, 25. And U it true 
that we are no longer under the moral law, or that it is no more 
binding upon us since Christ has appeared. Such a. sentiment 
may do for an antinomian, but not for a christian. — Pro v. xxviii,. 
4. The law is ajs binding upon us now, as it was before Christ 
came. It never has, since the fall, been a condition of life ; but it 
does remain as a rule of life. We ace saved by the same princi^ 
pie now that the saints were previous to the coming of Christ ;, 
namely, faith, we are saved even as they. — Acts j^v, 11. 

From the above considerations, it is evident that this school-^ 
master which has been dismissed, was not the moral, but the 
ceremonial law. And this will appear still more evident by 
comparing Gal. iii, 21, with Heb. x, 1 — 4. This law exhibits to- 
us a promised Saviour. It was a good schoolmaster to bring its 
pupils to Christ, and when it had performed its office, was diso 
missed with honor. 



NOTE C— Seb Pack 75/ 

Mr. Merrill and others call us Psedorantists, " baby sprinklers." 
And I was once asked, by an aged baptist, whether sprinkling a 
little land on a baby's face, would not do as well as to sprinkle 
water upon it. Our contemptible appearance in the eyes of the 
Baptists, may be learned from what Mr. Merril, a leading man 
among them in the east, says of us. He denominates the Psedo- 
baptist church; the MYSTERY of iniquity, BABYLON the^ 
great, the MOTHER of HARLOTS and ABOMINATIONS of 
the earth. 

The reader shall have his representation in his own words. 
^All Psdobaptist churches," namely, Protestants and Roman, 
catholics," are genencally one. They differ only in the quantity 
nnd Jilthiness of their Jbrnications^ their princvple is UUgititntKy^ 
having their children born into Christ's family, but not of his 
H>irit. This is the MYSTERY of iniquity. This is the prolific 
Bin of the MOTHER of HARLOTS, and it is ^e characteristic 
of all her daughters. She with all her daughters make up one 
enormous community, or apostate church, named in Rev. xvii, 5, 
BABYLON the GREAT." See his Gospel church vindicated, 
Pages (56, 87, 115, 169 and 170. 

*^ Out of the abundance of thid heart the mouth speaketh^^sayi. 
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otir Saviour. Whether a heart abouDding with such tliouglits, 
and pouring; forth such lang^uage as the above, can be considered 
as chaste, I leave with the reader to determine. To me, they 
appear to be the effusions of an impure mind. 
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